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CURRENT TOPICS 


Opportunity for Advertisement ? 


COUNTY court judges from time to time demonstrate their 
eluctance when they are constrained to give judgment for 
finance companies or their assignees on claims arising out 
of hire-purchase agreements. This reluctance is sometimes 
based on their view that the defendant has taken goods, 
usually a second-hand motor car, without sufficient inspection, 
sometimes on the one-sided terms of the agreement, sometimes 
on both. We recently suggested that finance companies 
should revise the clauses relating to termination before 
legislation overtakes them, and that Hire Purchase 
Information, Ltd., should extend their activities even more so as 
to protect the innocent buyers of cars and other goods which are 
already subject to hire-purchase agreements. It is astonishing 
how quite poor people assume obligations running into many 
hundreds of pounds without the benefit either of legal advice 
on complicated legal documents or of technical advice on 
complicated pieces of machinery. The problem is assuming 
such proportions that before long the pressure for legislation 
will become very strong. We think that The Law Society 
could contribute to a solution by a national advertising cam- 
paign in the popular and technical Press and also on television. 
We could combine with the motoring organisations in 
warning the public about the risks they run when they buy 
second-hand cars without having the report of competent 
engineers and sign closely printed agreements without either 
reading them or finding out from solicitors what they mean. 
We have no doubt that all reputable dealers would welcome 
this move. As a corollary we suggest that information about 
legal aid should be attached to county court summonses. 


The Judges’ Rules 


fue HomME SECRETARY announced last week that the 
Judges’ Rules are to be revised. These rules of practice were 
first approved by the judges of the Queen’s Bench Division 
in 1912 and issued for the guidance of police officers in con- 
ducting inquiries. A Home Office circular of 1930 was issued 
with the approval of the judges for the purpose of removing 
difficulties or divergences of opinion as to the meaning of the 
rules which cover the recording and use in evidence of state- 
ments made by accused persons when in police stations or in 
police custody. Both Mr. Butler and the Royal Commission 
on the Police have received representations on the subject 
and relevant material received by the Royal Commission is 
to be made available for the review which the Lorp CHIEF 
Justice is arranging. It will be interesting to see if the re- 
formulated rules cover the question of the use of tape-recorders 
for taking statements from witnesses. 
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Land Compensation 


THE consolidating Land Compensation Bill has now been 
published. Its principal parts deal with determination of 
questions of disputed compensation, determining the amount 
of compensation, certification by planning authorities of 
appropriate alternative development, and compensation in 
certain cases of development after acquisition. The Bill of 
forty-two clauses and five Schedules will replace entirely the 
Acquisition of Land (Assessment of Act, 
1919. By removing the compensation provisions from the 
various Town and Country Planning Acts it should pave the 
way for a clarification of those Acts by a consolidating 
measure containing provisions properly within the province 
of town and country planning 


Compensation) 


Judicial By-product 


APPENDED to the judgment in Re Makers’ 
Federation's Agreement, which we report on p. 284, where the 
Restrictive Practices Court declared that the general price- 
fixing restrictions agreed between the members of the Cement 
Makers’ Federation were not contrary to the public interest 
although certain other restrictions were, was a statement 
as to the status of that court itself. During the hearing of 
the case certain comments had been passed by a weekly 
periodical on the argument then being presented for the 
federation. The court did not consider any further action 
was required in that context but dealt with a subsequent 
suggestion that the ordinary law of contempt of court did not 
apply to cases before that court. As the court was vested by 
statute with the powers, rights and authority of the High 
Court, proceedings before it were sub judice and the publication 
of any matter tending to interfere with those proceedings 
would be dealt with as contempt of court. Public discussion 
of the merits of restrictions referred to the court was not 
ruled out but the publication of any matter calculated to 
deter or influence to substitute trial by news- 
papers for trial by the court amounted to contempt. The 
court added that no doubt the good sense of the Press would 
make it easy to see where the line should be drawn. We 
should have preferred the use of a less optimistic adjective 
than “ easy 


Cement 


witnesses OI 


Landscape into Wirescape 


In the last fortnight letters have appeared in The Times 
under the above heading relating to the sore topic of overhead 
cables belonging to the Central Electricity Generating Board. 
The following novel point of law available to objectors to 
such overhead cables has been brought to our attention. By 
s. 22 (1) of the Electricity (Supply) Act, 1919, the Board have 
power to “place any electric line below ground across any 
land, and above ground across any land other than land covered 
by buildings or used as a garden or pleasure ground in cases 
where the placing of such lines above ground is otherwise 
lawful,”’ provided in effect that the consent is obtained either 
of the landowner or of the Minister of Power after a hearing, 
such consent depending on non-legal considerations. Exercise 
of this power can be serious, especially as the grant of a way- 
leave under the section impliedly includes any requisite 
additional right such as to erect steel supporting towers (see 
Central Electr 1959} 1 
W.L.R. 937) No words 


Generating Board v. Jennaway 


protection l provided by the 


The S 
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, March 


Journal "’ 
24, 1961 


“where . . . otherwise lawful,’’ since these refer not to private 
rights but “ to some direct infringement of a statutory right 
or some obviously wrong or illegitimate use of a power such, 
for instance, as putting electric cables too low down across 
a footpath or river, road or railway’ (per Vatsey, J., in 
National Trust v. Midlands Electricity Board |1952) Ch. 380, 
at p. 389). However, reliance placed, where 
appropriate, on the expression “ pleasure ground,” which 
means something in the nature of a park and connected with 
the amenity or convenience of a house (R. v. Minister of 
Health ; ex parte Waterlow & Sons, Lid. (1946) K.B. 385). 
Hitherto the Board have contended that the expression in 
its present context involves public enjoyment. However, we 
are informed that, on the advice of the Treasury Solicitor, the 
Minister recently rejected this contention and decided that 
certain land not used for agricultural or forestry purposes but 
merely for the owner's pleasur> was a “ pleasure ground,”’ 
Therefore, the Board had no power to place an electric line 
above that land. Although the Board may play the pon- 
derous trump card of compulsory purchase (under s. 9 of the 
Electricity Act, 1947), in the meantime this interpretation 
represents a major victory of landscape over wirescape 


may be 


Law and Morality 


Sirk Patrick DEVLIN last week continued his analysis of 
the relationship between sin and crime. He has the out- 
standing advantage of being a philosopher as well as a practical 
lawyer, but we regret that we find his latest essay, which took 
the form of a presidential address to the Holdsworth Club at 
3irmingham University, unsatisfying. One passage whose 
assumptions we question is that in which Sir Patrick said 
that he thought it a pity that the distinction between the 
criminal and the quasi-criminal had become blurred: this 
had damaged the law and would have done so far more were 
it not that the ordinary man still retained the distinction in 
his mind, but he could not be expected to do so for ever if 
the law jumbled morals and sanitary regulations together 
and taught him to have no more respect for the Ten 
Commandments than the woodworking regulations. We 
hazard the suggestion that a wilful breach of the woodworking 
regulations or of many sanitary regulations is as morally 
reprehensible as a breach of some at least of the Ten 
Commandments. The real trouble is that our values 
confused : morality has not marched as fast as science 


are 


Statement Substantially True 


In the recent at Winchester Assizes between two 
members of Fareham Urban District Council, an interesting 
point arose with regard to the defence of justification. The 
defendant did not dispute that when opposing the election of 
the plaintiff to the planning committee he said: “ I can prove 
that he has used his position as chairman for his own personal 
gain.” It seems that the jury took the view that the 
defendant’s words were true in one case and Lawron, J., 
directed them that this was sufficient to enable them to say 
that the defendant had proved the truth of his allegation. 
Burrough, J., once said: “It is sufficient if the substance 
of the statement be justified; it is unnecessary to 
repeat every word which might have been the subject of the 
original comment. As much must be justified as meets the 
sting of the charge .”” (Edwards v. Bell (1824), 1 Bing. 403). 
In the case at Winchester, in the opinion of the jury, “ the 
ting "’ of the defendant's charge was justified 


case 
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If the job’s inhuman- 


It’s a great strain, having to remember 
every detail of that involved statement. 
The chances are, too, that the telephone 
will go again before he’s completed his 
notes on the first call. If only he could 
record it all accurately so that he could 
play it back as many times as he wanted 
in his own time. 


He could—with a Minifon P 55. It’s the only 
pocket recorder that records up to five hours. No 
bigger than a paperback, it records close-up or 
at a distance, Connect it to the telephone and 
it'll pick up every word. Plays back loud and 
clear. 

Think of how you can speed up your work, 
particularly on matters settled out of court. 
Think of all the time, bother and money you'll 
save. Think of a Minifon P 55—it’ll pay for itself 
in no time at all. 

~ & * ” * 


MINIFON P.55. Self-contained ‘recording/trans- 
cription unit. 2} lbs complete. Extensive range 
of accessories, with recording spools from 30 
minutes to 5 hours. Price £69 complete with 
microphone, batteries and 30-minute spool. 


Please mention “ THE So.icitors’ JOURNAL ” when replying to Advertisements 


give it to a Minifon 





| : 
POST TODAY FOR MORE ABOUT MINIFON— 
or ring your nearest E.M.I. office. 


E.MLI. Sales and Service Ltd. (Office Equipment Division) 
(one of the E.M.I. Group of Companies) 
LONDON: E.M.I. House, 20 Manchester Square, W1 
HUNter 4488 
MANCHESTER: Regent House, Cannon Street 
Deansgate 6043 
BIRMINGHAM: 111/117 John Bright Street. Midland 5821 
GLASGOW : 135 Renfield Street. Douglas 6061 
EXETER: W. G. Jackson Ltd, 125 Fore Street 
Exeter 74661 
I wish to know more about the Minifon 


ADDRESS 


PHONE NO. 
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a friendly word... 


. is never lacking in the Homes for cancer sufferers 
opened and maintained by THE MARIE CURIE 
MEMORIAL FOUNDATION. 


It is, in fact, the key to the Foundation’s view of the way 
in which its homes should be run. 


Every day it brings comfort and cheer to hundreds of 
cancer patients, many of whom would be deprived of 
both were it not for these Homes and, equally important, 
the kindly skill of those who run them. 
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Before being taken care of by the Foundation some were 
lonely, without friends or relatives; some had become a 
burden even on those who loved them; others were 
without means; and many had lost heart. 


A FRIENDLY WORD from a solicitor to his client could 
enable THE FOUNDATION—an entirely voluntary 


organisation—to extend its aid to other sufferers who 
are still waiting relief. 


PLEASE DO NOT LET YOUR CLIENTS FORGET THIS GREAT SERVICE 


Further information and forms of bequest may be obtained from 
The Secretary 
S/Ldr. T. Bernard Robinson, F.C.C.S., 
THE MARIE CURIE MEMORIAL FOUNDATION, 


124 SLOANE STREET, LONDON, S.W.1 (SLOane 1095) 


PATRON: H.M. QUEEN ELIZABETH THE QUEEN MOTHER 
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EPITOMES 


READERS will remember the recommendations of the Council 
of The Law Society as to the manner in which an abstract 
of title might be provided by means of an epitome and (as 
to the whole or part of the title) by photographic copies of 
documents. The requirements were summarised, and 
suggested amendments were examined, in an article at 
103 Sot. J. 666. The Council have given further consideration 
to the problem and to the suggestions made and have 
published an amended Opinion in the Law Society's Gazette, 
February, 1961, p. 85. The variations from the Opinion 
previously published are not of a fundamental nature, but 
they are sufficiently important to justify a brief explanation 
of them. We are particularly pleased to find that the Council 
have adopted several suggestions made by readers in letters 
published in our correspondence columns and by writers of 
articles in this journal. 


Use by mortgagor 


It is now stated expressly that the new system may be used 
by both a vendor’s solicitor and a mortgagor's solicitor. 


Abstracts of part of title 


The Opinion published in 1959 stated that the abstract 
might be “ wholly or partly in the form of an epitome .. . 
accompanied by photographic copies, or examined abstracts 
where appropriate, or photographic copies of examined 
abstracts.’’ In other words, it was assumed that part of the 
title might be dealt with in an abstract in conventional form, 
in which case there would be no reference in the epitome to 
documents so abstracted. We suggested (103 Sor. J. 666) 
that “where the new form is to be used in respect of any 
part of the title it would be very helpful if the epitome were 
prepared in such a manner as to cover the whole of the title, 
even though a large number of the documents are abstracted 
in an ordinary unexamined abstract.” Effect has been given 
to this view and the amended requirement is that if any 
photographic copies are to be provided the whole abstract 
should be explained by an epitome which may be accom- 
panied by “ photographic copies of documents, or abstracts 
in traditional form (examined or not as appropriate) or 
photographic copies of such abstracts.”’ 


Size of epitome 


The Council suggest that it should be “on foolscap or 
draft paper, but in any event on paper not larger than the 
accompanying copy documents.’" Presumably, the intention 
is that if all documents are photographically copied and are 
of draft size an epitome should be prepared on paper of the 
same size. On the other hand, if an abstract is provided 
on brief-size paper as to part of the title then the epitome 
will be on feolscap and so will feld conveniently. The 
Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, Ltd., are publishing forms 
of these sizes appropriately headed and with brief explanatory 
notes. 

Description of property 

The Council recommend that the epitome should be headed 
only with a short description of the property. This carries 
into effect an observation first made by Mr. A. E. Parker 
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(103 Sov. J. 615) and enables the same epitome to be used 
on a further transaction merely by making any necessary 
additional entry or entries. 


Documents to be handed over 


In our first comments on the form of an epitome we 
suggested that it would be convenient to indicate whether 
each original document would be handed over on completion. 
The Council have now made the specific requirement that 
this should be stated. 


Numbering of documents 


To their requirement that accompanying documents should 
be identified by numbering, the Council have added that 
these numbers should “ continue in sequence when further 
documents are added."’ This view accords with the intention 
that the same epitome should be used on later transactions 
by deleting entries and (if necessary) removing the copies 
but retaining the numbers unchanged. 


Permanence of copies 

The Council have changed their wording significantly. The 
previous requirement was that the party delivering the 
abstract should provide one which would “ stand the test of 
time under normal use even if frequent reference '’ were made 
to it. They now state that it is the responsibility of the 
party who delivers the abstract to provide one which “ will 
remain legible for the thirty years or so for which an abstract 
is usually required.” A note is added to the effect that 
until greater experience is gained of the degree of permanency 
obtainable by the various techniques and of their operation 
in practice “a vendor’s or a mortgagor’s solicitor is not to 
be entitled to insist on the acceptance by a purchaser's or 
mortgagee’s solicitor of a photographic copy of a document 
of which neither the original nor an examined traditional 
abstract, nor an examined type-written copy, is to be handed 
over on completion.” The main consequence of this change, 
in practice, will be to prevent the provision of an abstract 
by means of photographic copies on sale of part of land in 
the vendor’s title unless the purchaser's solicitor can be 
convinced of the quality provided. 


Stamp duty 


The requirement that the stamp duty should be stated 
in the epitome has been deleted. Apparently it is thought 
that a photographic copy indicates the stamp adequately and, 
in any event, it can be checked on examination of the 
documents. 


There seems to be every reason to think that the system 
recommended by the Council will work satisfactorily in 
practice. It is to be hoped that solicitors will not provide 
photographic copies unless they are accompanied by an 
epitome in the form recommended. There is very great 
benefit in the adoption of one recognised system and the 
only way of achieving this is to follow the recommendations 
of the Council. 

J. GIvcurRist SMITH. 





The third annual Justice Ball (in aid of Justice, the British 
Section of the International Commission of Jurists) will be held 
at the Savoy Hotel on Friday, 5th May, 1961, from 8.30 p.m. 


to 2 a.m. Tickets (£2 15s. each) can be obtained from Tom 
Sargant, Secretary of Justice, 1 Mitre Court Buildings, Temple, 
E.C.4. Tel. CENtral 9428. 
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CHARACTER—I 


“ THE fact that a man has an unblemished reputation leads 
to the presumption that he is incapable of committing the 
crime for which he is being tried... So too, evidence 
of antecedent bad conduct would form equally good 
ground for inferring the prisoner’s guilt ’ (per Cockburn, 
C.J., in R. v. Rowton (1865), L. & C. 520). Reputation 
commonly referred to among lawyers as character—imports 
the credit or discredit derived from public opinion by way of 
esteem or obloquy, since public opinion reflects the judgment 
of one’s neighbours on one’s deportment in society ; and it is 
upon that judgment that one’s reputation is based. Testi- 
mony as to good character, therefore, has been admissible 
in our courts for three hundred years because it constitutes 
some evidence of disposition. Such evidence, however, 
must refer to general conduct, as distinguished from particular 
facts or transactions, general opinion and not individual 
opinion. ‘‘ The correct inquiry is as to the general character 
of the accused, and whether the witness thinks him likely to 
be guilty of the offence charged in the information ”’ (per Lord 
Elienborough, C.J., in R. v. Davison (1809), 31 St. Tri. 99, at p. 
187; R. v. Jones (1809), 31 St. Tri. 310). This rule is, however, 
often relaxed and allowed to be exceeded in favour of the 
accused whose defence has to be conducted subject to the 
provisions of s. 1 (f) of the Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, 
which enacts : 

“A person charged and called as a witness in pursuance of 
this Act shall not be asked, and if asked shall not be required 
to answer, any question tending to show that he has committed 
or been convicted of or been charged with any offence other than 
that wherewith he is then charged, or is of bad character, 
unless—(i) the proof that he has committed or been convicted 
of such other offence is admissible evidence to show that he is 
guilty of the offence wherewith he is then charged ; or (ii) he has 
personally or by his advocate asked questions of the witnesses 
for the prosecution with a view to establish his own good character, 
or has given evidence of his good character, or the nature ov 
conduct of the defence is such as to involve imputations on the 
character of the prosecutor or the witnesses for the prosecution ; 
or (iii) he has given evidence against any other person charged 
with the same offence.” 

Obviously, evidence of previous good character will not avail 
a defendant where the case against him is so strong as to 
leave no room for doubting or wavering; otherwise nobody 
would ever be convicted, since everyone who is first tried 
for an offence has ipso facto previously borne a good character 
(R. v. Biss-Hill (1918), 13 Cr. App. R. 125). Yet a defendant 
who brings a good character with him into the witness-box 
is not only entitled to have his evidence carefully considered ; 
he is also entitled to be believed—unless, of course, he tells 
the jury “ a cock-and-bull story.” Indeed, such is the fairness 
of our law that only evidence of good character is admissible, 
owing to the danger that the prisoner would be tried on the 
evidence of his bad character rather than on evidence of 
facts bearing more directly upon the offence charged against 
him. That is why the statute forbids cross-examining the 
accused as to other offences or putting to him questions which 
would reasonably suggest that he had committed them (R. v. 
Haslam (1916), 12 Cr. App. R. 10). Nevertheless, in 
the interest of truth and justice, in order that the false 
impression should be removed, evidence of bad character 
may be called by the prosecution to rebut evidence of good 
character given for the defence (R. v. Rowton, supra)—while 
the defendant himself may be cross-examined as to his 
character, including his previous convictions. Yet this 
happens very rarely, as the prosecution would warn the 


defence in advance of the adverse evidence at their disposal. 
What does happen, however, is that a defendant's bad 
character goes in indirectly in the following circumstances. 


Admissibility of adverse evidence 


The subsection confirms the decision of the House of 
Lords in Makin v. A.-G. for New South Wales {1894} A.C. 57: 
“ The mere fact that evidence adduced tends to show the 
commission of other crimes does not render it inadmissible 
if it be relevant to an issue before the jury, and it may be so 
relevant if it bears on the question whether the acts alleged 
to constitute the crime charged in the indictment were 
designed or accidental, or to rebut a defence which would be 
otherwise open to the accused’”’ (per Lord Herschell, L.C., 
at p. 65). Since the passing of the Criminal Evidence Act 
Lord Sumner has laid down that “ before an issue can be 
said to be raised which would permit the introduction of 
such evidence, so obviously prejudicial to the accused, it 
must have been raised in substance, if not in so many words, 
and the issue so raised must be one to which the prejudicial 
evidence is relevant’’ (Thompson v. Director of Public 
Prosecutions [1918] A.C. 221, at p. 232). Among other 
authorities bearing on this matter, e.g., Harris v. Director 
of Public Prosecutions [1952] A.C. 694, there are two of 
particular interest. 

(1) Where at his trial for burglary the accused put forward 
the defence that his entry into the house was not a voluntary 
but an unintentional act, and that he had walked into it in 
a state of automatism, it was held that he had been wrongly 
cross-examined as to his previous convictions, as though 
the defence had been one of accident, and his conviction was 
quashed (R. v. Harrison-Owen (1951), 35 Cr. App. R. 108). 

(2) On the other hand, at his trial for murder L testified 
that, at the same place and about the same time as the 
murder, he himself had been assaulted by a person unknown 
and robbed of £500 which had been won in a football pool, 
suggesting that his assailant was the murderer. On appeal 
against conviction, it was held that evidence adduced in 
rebuttal—to show that his story of how he had come by 
the {500 was false and that he had stolen a football pool 
certificate—was relevant and had been rightly admitted (R. v. 
Lumelino [1955] Cr. L.R. 644). 


As a rule, the nature and conduct of the defence manifest 
themselves in the cross-examination of the witnesses for the 
prosecution and in the evidence given in chief by the defendant 
and his witnesses, if any. Accordingly, statements by any one 
of these at that stage which clearly reflected on the character 
of the prosecutor or the witnesses for the prosecution would 
put the defendant’s character in issue. On the other hand, 
answers given in cross-examination constitute, prima facie, 
part of the case for the prosecution ; and counsel for the 
prosecution ought not to frame his questions in such a form 
as to lead the defendant to answer in a way which could 
compromise him under the subsection (R. v. Jones (1909), 
3 Cr. App. R. 67). Indeed, it had been decided seventy-five 
years before that such questions are in the nature of a trap 
and ought to be stopped by the judge (R. v. Grout (1834), 
6 Car. & P.629). Yet only two years later such cross-examina- 
tion went on uninterrupted, and under its pressure the 
defendant—to his detriment—expressed a view which he 
had not and probably would not have spontaneously voiced, 
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the prosecution only obtaining what it specifically asked for 
(R. v. Rappolt (1911), 6 Cr. App. R. 156; cf. R. v. Baldwin 
(1925), 18 Cr. App. R. 175). 


Emphatic denial of guilt 

Words amounting only to emphatic denial of guilt do not 
place the defendant in peril of exposing his bad character 
(R. v. Grout, supra; R. v. Rouse [1904] 1 K.B. 184). Nor 
does an unconsidered observation pertinent to the defence 
and made without giving attention to it ; but “ if the defence 
is so conducted, or the nature of the defence is such, as to 
involve the proposition that the jury ought not to believe 
the prosecutor or one of his witnesses for the prosecution, 
upon the ground that his conduct—not his evidence in the 
case, but his conduct outside the evidence given by him— 
makes him an unreliable witness, then the jury ought also 
to know the character of the prisoner who either gives that 
evidence or makes that charge . . . with the view of showing 
that he has such a bad character that the jury ought not to 
rely upon his evidence” (R. v. Preston [1909] 1 K.B. 568, at p. 
575). In this case the appellant was placed on an identifica- 
tion parade and stood second from one end of the row. The 
man who came forward to identify the alleged offender 
immediately picked out the person standing second from the 
other end of the row. At the trial the appellant deposed 
that he had overheard the inspector say something about 
“second ’’ to a constable whom he sent to bring the identi- 
fying man, accusing the inspector of deliberately assisting 
the witness in his identification. Whereupon he was cross- 
examined as to character on the ground that his evidence 
“involved imputations’”’ upon the prosecution, and he was 
convicted. It was a borderline case, and the conviction was 
quashed. 

It is to be observed that a witness called by the defence 
as to character may be cross-examined as to particular facts, 
and the word “ character ’—when applied to a witness for 
the prosecution—is not confined to general reputation. 
So that if only a single disreputable piece of conduct is 
suggested to him, e.g., that he is committing perjury for 
the purpose of revenge, that would amount to an attack 
upon his character (R. v. Dunkley (1927), 19 Cr. App. R. 78). 
However, objection to the admissibility of questions tending 
to prove the defendant’s bad character must be taken at the 
trial. His counsel cannot stand aside and allow an improper 
question to be asked and then seek to quash the conviction 
on the ground that the question should not have been put 
and that the evidence thereby obtained was inadmissible 
(R. v. Bridgwater [1905] 1 K.B. 131). 


‘““ Ordinary and natural interpretation ” of section 

The statutory phrase “the nature or conduct of the 
defence’ has been the subject of a good deal of legal dis- 
cussion and various decisions, culminating in R. v. Hudson 
(1912), 7 Cr. App. R. 256, which settled that aspect of the 
subsection once and for all. There it was suggested in 
cross-examination that one or more of the witnesses for the 
prosecution committed the offence charged, yet the defence 
claimed not to have forfeited the protection of the subsection 
on the ground that the imputation was necessary for the 
proper conduct of the defence. In fact, this very question 
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arose about one year after the passing of the Act in the case 
of R. v. Marshall (1899), 63 J.P. 36, where Darling, J., 
allowed the prisoner—charged with murder—to be cross- 
examined as to her previous convictions because she alleged 
that her husband, who had been called as a witness for the 
prosecution, had killed the deceased. However, in Hudson's 
case, supra, the Court of Criminal Appeal said: “ We think 
that the words of the section, ‘ Unless . . . the nature or 
conduct of the defence is such as to involve imputations,’ etc., 
must receive their ordinary and natural interpretation, and 
that it is not legitimate to qualify them by adding or inserting 
the words ‘ unnecessarily ’ or ‘ unjustifiably ’ or ‘ for purposes 
other than that of developing the defence,’ or other similar 
words ” (p. 262). 


This decision has not been affected by the proposition laid 
down in Stirland v. Director of Public Prosecutions (1944), 
88 Sor. J. 255, that an accused does not deprive himself of 
the protection of the subsection merely because the proper 
conduct of his defence necessitates the making of injurious 
reflections on the prosecutor or his witnesses. But such 
reflections must not relate to a prosecution witness's conduct 
apart from his evidence, for impugning questions have often 
to be asked if the evidence is to be properly tested. As has 
been pointed out, no misconduct must be imputed in order 
to show that the witness is unworthy of credit and ought 
not to be believed upon his oath (R. v. Preston, supra; R. 
v. Jenkins (1945), 31 Cr. App. R. 1). It is clear, therefore, 
that the prisoner is at liberty to set up any defence that is 
open to him on the indictment—subject always to the proviso 
that, if his defence involves disclosing facts which reflect 
upon the character of one or more witnesses for the prosecu- 
tion, then he lays himself open to cross-examination on his 
own character. It might be his only way of defending 
himself, but it is none the less an “imputation” (R. v. 
Cunningham [1959] 1 Q.B. 288). 


Cases of rape, however, are sui generis, in that the defence 
of consent on the part of the prosecutrix does not involve 
an attack on her character (R. v. Turner (1944), 30 Cr. App. 
R. 9). Thus, despite the modern tendency towards equality 
between the sexes, and notwithstanding the not uncommon 
use of contraceptives, consent by a woman—whether married 
or unmarried—-still implies disrepute and the law affords her 
special protection in that respect (Slander of Women Act, 
1891). Moreover, where in a trial for murder the defence 
set up was that the act had been done in self-defence—the 
allegation being that the killed man had made improper 
overtures to the accused, and on these being rejected had 
violently assaulted him—and the accused was thereupon 
cross-examined as to his character on the ground that the 
dead man was the prosecutor and that the defence involved 
an imputation upon his character, it was held that the 
deceased was not the prosecutor: he was dead and could 
take no part in the proceedings (R. v. Biggin (1919), 14 Cr. 
App. R. 87). As a matter of fact, it had previously been 
decided that imputations made against persons not called 
as witnesses do not come within the scope of the subsection 
(R. v. Westfall (1912), 7 Cr. App. R. 176). 


(To be concluded) JosEPH YAHUDA. 





Personal Notes 


Mr. Joun Hersert BELtts, solicitor, of Penmaenmawr and 
Lilanfairfechan, was married on 4th 
McNeil-Ford, of Conwav. 


March to Miss Sheila 


Mr. GeorceE HENRY Burcess, retiring clerk to the borough 
and county justices at Congleton, Cheshire, was presented with 
a clock and a tea trolley at a ceremony on 8th March. 
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MORE CONTROL 


WHEN a settlor finally yields to advice, if he ever does, and 
decides to settle a substantial holding of shares in a family 
company with a view to reducing estate duty on his death, 
the question arises who ought to be the first-named trustee 
of the settlement. Seeing that almost all articles of association 
confer voting power on the first-named of joint holders, will 
the trust holding count in calculating whether the first-named 
has control of the company and, if so, what are the taxation 
consequences of control 7 


The question of control generally rears its head for one of 
the following reasons : 


1. A company under the control of not more than five 
persons may be liable to a surtax direction. 

2. In the case of such a company the death of a share- 
holder who himself had control, or was deemed to have 
control, at the relevant time may lead to an assets basis of 
valuation of shares passing on his death under s. 55 of the 
Finance Act, 1940, or even a charge on the company itself 
under s. 46. 

3. For profits tax purposes there are limits on the 
payments that a director-controlled company may make 
to its directors. 

4. A director-controlled company cannot effectively 
provide by a ‘“‘top-hat” scheme for any director who 
controls more than 5 per cent. of the ordinary share capital 
(s. 390 of the Income Tax Act, 1952). 


The position of the settlor as first-named trustee in con- 
nection with estate duty was decided in Barclays Bank, Ltd. 
v. Inland Revenue Commissioners [1960) 3 W.L.R. 280, by the 
House of Lords and fully dealt with in a recent article 


(104 Sor. J. 1088) ; generally speaking it may be said that 
in all the above cases the question of control is merely a matter 
of voting power, subject to the qualification that the Finance 
Act, 1940, expressly excludes the voting power of a trustee 
who was not himself the settlor. 

It would be too much to expect consistency throughout the 
whole taxation field, and a decision of the Court of Session 
in Inland Revenue Commissioners v. Lithgows, Lid. 
1961 S.L.T. 160, attributed a different meaning to “ control ”’ 
as defined by s. 333 (1) of the Income Tax Act. 
A price fixed on a sale from one company to another can be 
treated as artificial and ignored for tax purposes if one of the 
companies controls the other or both are under common 
control, and the definition refers to the power of a person to 
secure that the affairs of the company in question are con- 
ducted in accordance with the wishes of that person. The 
Court of Session held that where the same person was first- 
named trustee of two settlements, one of which held a majority 
of the shares of Company A and the other of which held a 
majority of the shares of Company B, there was no common 
control under this definition. Importance was attached to 
the use of the word “ secure,’’ because although a first-named 
trustee might be able to pass a resolution on a particular 
occasion, he was subject to his duty to his co-trustees and 
beneficiaries and could not secure that the resolution stood if it 
were attacked as being in breach of duty. In other words, 
and here lies the interest of the decision, the very arguments 
which failed in Barclays Bank, Ltd. v. Inland Revenue 
Commissioners, supra, have succeeded in a slightly different 
context. 

a. By Be 


PRISONERS OF HISTORY—II 


PROPOSED CHANGES IN CRIMINAL JURISDICTION 


ALTHOUGH we are disappointed that the Streatfeild Committee 
have held back from proposing fundamental changes in the 
structure of the criminal courts, we welcome their suggestions 
for altering the jurisdiction of assizes, quarter sessions and 
petty sessions. We have no doubt that quarter sessions 
ought to be able to try cases of sexual intercourse with girls 
between thirteen and sixteen ; it is not necessary to have a 
judge of the High Court to fine young men, most of whom 
plead guilty, a few pounds. Likewise, the majority of cases 
of bigamy could easily be dealt with at sessions, while the 
peculiar reasons which led Parliament in 1828 to single out 
night poaching as a heinous offence have ceased to be peculiar. 
On the other hand, the committee consider that the part-time 
character of courts of quarter sessions makes them unsuitable 
for the trial of cases lasting a number of days, and they 
recommend that even those long cases which are not unusually 
grave or difficult should normally be tried at The 
committee concede that this may cause some dislocation at 
assizes, but say that a court presided over by a full-time 
judge can adapt itself more easily to a long case. We do 
not accept this argument. The question is not whether the 
judge who tries the case is full-time or part-time, but whether 
the court and its organisation is static or peripatetic. The 
committee also propose that exceptionally grave and excep- 


assizes. 


tionally difficult cases of bigamy should go to assizes. In 
other words, the committee are moving away from the idea 
that the nature of the crime should determine where it is to 
be tried, and towards the idea that assizes should concentrate 
on grave and complicated cases and quarter sessions on the 
rest. The unfortunate people who would have to decide 
between assizes and quarter sessions where there is a choice 
are the committing magistrates, and we do not envy them 
The only logical method of dealing with the problem is to 
commit all cases to one court, leaving the distribution between 
senior and junior judges to be done shortly before the trial 
in the light of information received not only from the prosecu- 
tion but also from the defence. One difficulty is that 
magistrates will not be aware either of the number of other 
cases which have been or will be committed to assizes or of 
the likelihood or otherwise of a plea of guilty. In the mean- 
time, so long as we keep the dual system, magistrates will 
have to do their best. We do not doubt that these proposals 
if implemented will lend to substantial improvements and 
none of them can prejudice the construction of a more rational 
edifice in due course. In the next article we shall consider 
the proposal to enlarge the summary jurisdiction of magistrates 
and the consequent relief which this would bring to quarter 


Sessions. P. ASTERLEY JONES. 
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Disabled — 
but not disheartened 


John Groom's Crippleage provides a happy 
home and employment for 130 disabled 
women and girls. Here they find a new pur- 
pose in life in the comradeship of a bright 
and cheerful Christian home, Here they 
learn useful work and find new heart in be- 
ing able to play a productive part in the 
community. 
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You can help these brave-hearted women by bringing John 
Groom’s Crippleage to the notice of clients making wills. It 
receives no State grants; legacies are an essential part of income 
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DOCTOR TAKEN OUT TO 
DUTCH TANKER 


GREAT YARMOUTH & GORLESTON, NORFOLK. At 
10.58 on the morning of the 24th March, 1960, Lloyd’s agent 
at Great Yarmouth informed the honorary secretary that there 
was a sick man aboard the Dutch tanker Mare Novum, which 
was proceeding towards Yarmouth Roads. The master had 
asked for a life-boat to meet him with a doctor. The life-boat 
Louise Stephens, with a doctor on board, was launched at low 
water at 1.2. There was a fresh easterly wind with a heavy 
swell. The doctor boarded the tanker and found the patient 
lying in the engine room with severe internal injuries. He 
decided the man was in too bad a state to be landed by life- 
boat. The tanker / 


On” 
entered the harbour, 7 
where the patient 
was taken by ambu- 4% .* 
_™ 





This is another true story 
of the Life-boat Service 
typical of the work that 
is going on day and 
night, year in, year out. 
lance to hospital. 
The life-boat 
reached her station 


at 1.31. An English Coxswain 


The Royal National 

Life-Boat Institution 

is supported wholly by 

voluntary contributions. 

YOU CAN HELP. SEND YOUR CONTRIBUTION TO:— 

ROYAL NATIONAL LIFE-BOAT INSTITUTION 
42 GROSVENOR GARDENS, LONDON, S.W.1. 


R.N.L.I. 
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and others who have dealings with estates containing assets 
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children. Attorney in respect of assets in that country. 
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TO DEEP SEA FISHERMEN iene Ss 


43 NOTTINGHAM PLACE, LONDON Ww | Assets under Administration in New Zealand exceed £30 million. 
, . 


Chairman: Sir William S. Duthie, O.B.E., M.P. 
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The College, one of the leading centres of surgical research 
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unexpected sources. Such an opportunity may postgraduate students. It is not under State Control. 
occur to you when clients are asking advice on the 


drawing up of their Will. 7,000 needy children are FUNDS ARE Research scholarships and grants 
being supported, including spastic and other aa . 
seuitalty heniiieniniih dibiien, URGENTLY Building and maintenance of research 


Please help us by mentioning our most rewarding REQUIRED laboratories -_ overs seen 
work. FOR Purchase of scientific equipment 


DR. BARNARDO’S HOMES LEGACIES are particularly acceptable. SUBSCRIPTIONS can be made 


by seven-year covenant. GIFTS and enquiries should be addressed to 
Mr. W. F. Davis, Deputy Secretary, Royal College of Surgeons of England, 
Forms of Bequest obtainable from the General Secretary's Office (or ring Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, W.C.2. Telephone: HOL 3474 
Stepney Green 3400, Ext. 212) 
83, TRUSTS DEPT., 18/26 STEPNEY CAUSEWAY, LONDON, E.1 
ERE EERE I RE 


Please mention ‘‘ THe Soticitors’ JouRNAL ” when replying to Advertisements 


A TRUST CORPORATION 














The Solicitors’ Journal 
Friday, March 24, 1961 


ADMINISTRATION 
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ELEMENT—III 


ESTATE DUTY 


We have seen in previous articles that Mr. Lewis is the 
executor of a testator domiciled abroad who owned a con- 
siderable amount of property in various parts of the world. 
Mr. Lewis is not, unfortunately, the only person entitled to 
a grant. We saw in the last article that he is entitled to 
probate of the will so far only as it disposed of movable 
property. However, in reviewing estate duty legislation, 
as we propose to do now, we shall forget about the probate 
complications and assume for the moment that we are advising 
the personal representative at large of the testator. 

By s. 1 of the Finance Act, 1894, estate duty is prima 
lacie payable on all the estate of the deceased, no matter 
where it is situated. But the effect of this provision is cut 
down in a number of ways. 


Property not liable to estate duty 

section 28 (2) of the Finance Act, 1949, provides that 
property shall be deemed for the purposes of estate duty not 
to include any property passing on the death which is situated 
out of Great Britain if it is shown that the proper law regu- 
lating the devolution of the property so situate, or the 
disposition under or by reason of which it passes, is the law 
neither of England nor of Scotland and that one at least of 
the following conditions is satisfied, namely : 

(a) that the deceased did not die domiciled in any part of 
Great Britain ; 

(6) that the property so situate passes under or by reason 
of a disposition— 

(1) made by a person who, at the date at which the 
disposition took effect, was domiciled elsewhere than in 
some part of Great Britain ; and 

(ii) not made, directly or indirectly, on behalf of, or at 
the expense of, or out of funds provided by, a person who 
at that date was domiciled in some part of Great Britain ; 
(c) that the property so situate is, by the law of the country 

in which it is situate, immovable property ; 
or, if the property so situate passes only by virtue of s. 2 (1) (c) 
of the Finance Act, 1894 (which governs gifts infer vivos) 
as having been the subject of a gift inter vivos and it is shown 
that one at least of the above conditions is satisfied. In 
other words, if the property did not pass by virtue of a gift 
inter vivos, the following conditions must apply :— 
(i) it must be situated outside Great Britain ; 
(ii) the proper law regulating the devolution of the 
property or the disposition under which it passes must be 
neither English nor Scottish law ; and 
(iii) one of the three conditions (a) to (c) above must be 
fulfilled. 
In the case of a gift iter vivos only requirement (iii) is 
necessary. 

Situation of assets 

Requirement (i) raises the question of the situation of 
There is no difficulty about immovable property 
from its very nature, but intangible rights are not always so 
easy to locate. However, briefly, a right which depends upon 
some sort of registration, such as a share in a company, is 
situated at the place at which the register or the principal 
register is kept (Brassard v. Smith {1925} A.C. 371). An 
interest in a trust fund is situated in the country which is 
the forum of the administration (i.e., where the trustees 
reside) because it is there the trustees can be sued (Sudeley v. 


assets. 


A.-G. {1897} A.C. 11). A debt is situated in the place in 
which it is recoverable by action, which is usually the place 
where the debtor resides (Re Queensland Mercantile Agency 
Co. [1892] 1 Ch. 219). 

In requirement (ii) devolution refers to the passing of 
property on intestacy or other process of law. The meaning 
of “disposition” is more subtle. It could refer to an 
instrument disposing of property or it could the 
provision in an instrument dealing with property. The 
House of Lords, by a majority, have adopted the latter 
construction in Philipson-Stow v. Inland Revenue Commissioners 
[1960] 3 W.L.R. 1008, Lord Simonds remarking, at p. 1013, 
that “‘there can presumably be several dispositions in a 
single instrument.’’ The expression “proper law’ its 
mysterious ; it may have been borrowed from the law of 
contract, in which context it means the law which the con- 
tracting parties intended to govern their contractual obliga 
tions, wherever performed. But in Philipson-Stow v. Inland 
Revenue Commissioners, supra, a majority of their lordships 
could not give any effective meaning to the word “ proper,” 
and held that it added nothing to the words “ law regulating ”’ 
the devolution or disposition of the property. If, therefore, 
the property is immovable, as it was in that case, the law 
regulating its devolution or disposition is the lex situs. 

Section 20 of the Finance Act, 1894, provides that where in 
a British possession to which the section has been applied by 
Order in Council (as it has to most British possessions), duty 
is payable by reason of a death in respect of any property 
situated in such possession and passing on such death, a 
sum equal to the amount of that duty must be deducted 
from the estate duty paid in this country. (This section will 
clearly be of use to Mr. Lewis in connection with the 
Australian assets.) In practice the duty payable in the 
British possession is not, of course, known when the executor 
in this country swears his Inland Revenue affidavit. He can 
put in an estimated amount, but it is probably more usual in 
practice to claim the allowance at a later stage by corrective 
affidavit when a certificate from the relevant revenue authority 
overseas setting out the duty and the assets concerned has 
been obtained. 


mean 


Double duty relief 

Section 7 (4) of the Finance Act, 1894, says that where any 
property passing on the death of the deceased is situate in a 
foreign country, and by reason of such death any duty is 
payable in that foreign country in respect of that property, 
an allowance of the amount of that duty must be made from 
the value of the property. It will be noticed that neither 
this provision nor s. 20, supra, exempts property from duty ; 
they enable, directly or indirectly, a deduction to be made 
from the English duty payable. (Section 7 (4) may help 
when Mr. Lewis values the Spanish assets.) 

Section 54 of the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1945, authorises the 
making of agreements with the government of any territory 
outside the United Kingdom, “ with a view to affording relief 
from double taxation in relation to estate duty payable under 
the laws of the United Kingdom and any duty of a similar 
character imposed under the laws of that territory." Where 
arrangements have been made under this section, two 
particular results follow: s. 7 (4) of the Finance Act, 1894, 
mentioned above, does not apply, nor can any allowance 
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be claimed under s. 20 of the same Act, also mentioned above. 
So far, agreements have been made under this section with 
the U.S.A., Canada, the Union of South Africa, India and 
Pakistan. It is not appropriate to go into the details of all 
these agreements in an article of this size, but in general the 
agreements set out a code for determining the situation of 
property within the respective territories and then provide 
for credit for duty paid in the country where the property ts 
situated to be given against the duty paid or payable in the 
other country. Very broadly, therefore, the country in 
which the property is situated gets the duty and the other 
contracting country suffers an allowance to be made. (The 
agreement with the U.S.A. will, of course, be relevant to 
Mr. Lewis’s problems.) 

Section 77 of the Finance Act, 1948; provides for arrange- 
ments to be made with the government of any territory 
outside the United Kingdom the laws of which do not provide 


MORE 


One of the more tiresome and not infrequent tasks of a 
legal practitioner is explaining the vagaries of the law to 
his client, who is sometimes amused if the vagary is perchance 
to his advantage, but is more often angry and amazed when it 
is not. It is even more difficult to explain why a judge who 
begins his judgment by roundly declaring that his sympathies 
are with your client finishes up a few judicial sentences later 
giving judgment for the other side. Law and justice are not, 
we know, the same, but it often comes as a rude and expensive 
shock for litigants when they discover this hard fact for the 
first time. Imagine, for example, the surprise and dismay of 
the plaintiffs who have suffered financial loss as a result of a 
negligent mis-statement and have received the blessing of 
judicial sympathy but no compensation. Two further 
attempts have been made recently to find a basis for an 
action for damage caused through negligent mis-statements. 
Both these attempts failed and the law on this point seems 
for all practical purposes as definite as it is unjust. Probably 
to found such an action, as Denning, L.]J., said in Candler v. 
Crane, Christmas & Co. [1951] 2 K.B. 164, at p. 178, 
would mean creating a new action entirely, which he personally 
was not adverse to doing, but he warned us that in the past 
whenever such a course had been taken there had been a wide 
division of opinion on the bench. “ On the one side there 
were the timorous souls who were fearful of allowing a new 
cause of action. On the other side there were the bold 
spirits who were ready to allow it if justice so required.” 


Timidity at first instance 

In De Savary v. Holden Howard & Co., (1960), The Times, 
12th January, the plaintiff was the managing director and 
virtual owner of three companies all of which were indebted 
to a bank. The plaintiff was, however, anxious for further 
financial assistance from the bank and it was suggested by the 
bank and agreed to by the plaintiff that the bank should 
arrange for an independent investigation of the companies’ 
affairs by the defendants, who were a reputable firm of accoun- 
tants, at the plaintiff's expense. The defendants carried out 
their investigation, prepared accounts and submitted them 
tothe bank. The accounts eventually came into the plaintiff's 
hands. The figures for stock and work in progress and the 
figure for profits shown in the accounts were in fact inaccurate. 
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for a duty similar to estate duty, with a view to affording 
relief from double taxation in relation to estate duty payable 
under the laws of the United Kingdom and any duty leviable 
on, or by reference to, death imposed under the laws of that 
territory. So far agreements have been made under this 
section with the Netherlands and Switzerland, neither of 
which, of course, affects Mr. Lewis. 

Lastly, it is well known that administration charges 
cannot be allowed as a deduction for estate duty purposes, 
but it is probably not so well known that s. 7 (3) of the 
Finance Act, 1894, provides that any additional expense in 
administering or in realising property incurred by reason 
of the property being situated out of the United Kingdom is 
allowed against the value of the property for estate duty 
purposes up to a maximum of 5 per cent. of such value. 
This is a provision which practitioners may easily overlook. 


(To be concluded) B.S. K. 


* TIMOROUS SOULS ” 


On the strength of the accounts the plaintiff was encouraged 
to embark upon a programme of expansion which contributed 
to a large extent to the failure of the plaintiff's companies. 
Barry, J., held that the defendants were not liable to the 
plaintiff for negligence as he was bound by the decision of 
the Court of Appeal in Candler’s case, which decided that a 
careless mis-statement was not actionable unless there was a 
contractual or fiduciary relationship between the parties. 
His lordship in this case seemed to have been influenced to 
some extent because “there was a complete lack of any 
evidence that the defendants were ever told that their accounts 
were to be used or relied on by the plaintiff for any purposes.” 
However, this was not the basis for the decision. The basis 
was that there was no cause of action in the circumstances. 


McNair, J., came to the same reluctant conclusion in 
Hedley Byrne & Co., Ltd. v. Heller & Partners, Ltd. (1960), 
The Times, 21st December, where the facts were even more 
extreme. The plaintiffs, who were advertising agents, under- 
took to place on credit terms substantial orders for advertising 
time on television and for advertising space in the newspapers 
for Easipower Co., Ltd. As the transaction involved the 
plaintiffs becoming personally liable to the television and 
newspaper companies they requested their bankers to make 
inquiries from the defendants, who were Easipower’s bankers, 
as to the credit worthiness of Easipower. The defendants 
gave satisfactory references as to Easipower’s financial 
position, although at the time they knew that Easipower had 
a £50,000 overdraft and was only kept afloat by the defen- 
dants extending the limit of the overdraft. Subsequently 
Easipower gave instructions to the plaintiffs to cancel all 
existing advertising contracts. This was done, but there 
remained a liability of {17,662 regarding commitments which 
could not be cancelled. Easipower went into liquidation and 
the plaintiffs proved and received £2,208. They then sued 
the defendants for negligence to recover the remaining sum. 
There was no doubt here that the defendants knew when they 
gave the reference that the plaintiffs would rely on it. It was 
not like De Savary’s case where the plaintiff was probably 
outside the area of foreseeable harm. The plaintiffs here were 
within the “area of proximity.” However, McNair, J., 
having expressed the customary words of judicial sympathy, 
held that the plaintiffs’ claim failed. It was clear from the 
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authorities that the defendants’ only duty was to give an 
honest answer, which they had done. No action lay for 
damage resulting from negligent mis-statements unless there 
was a contractual or fiduciary relationship between the parties. 
It is a little too much to expect that either of these judges 
at first instance would grant a remedy which the Court of 
Appeal had been too timorous to give. No doubt they echo 
the stoic words of Asquith, L.J., at p. 195: “ If this relegates 
me to the company of ‘timorous souls’, I must face that 
consequence with such fortitude as I can command.” 


The rule and the exceptions 

In Candler’s case the majority gave two reasons for their 
In the first place it was said that the law did not 
provide any remedy unless there was a contractual or fiduciary 
relationship between the parties. It was irrelevant whether 
the maker of the mis-statement knew or ought to have known 
that the plaintiff was relying on its accuracy. The principle of 
Donoghue v. Stevenson {1932} A.C. 562, does not apply to this 
type of case. Asquith, L.J., said, at p. 195: “ In the present 
state of our law different rules still seem to apply to the 
negligent mis-statement on the one hand and to the negligent 
circulation or repair of chattels on the other; and Donoghue’s 
case does not seem to me to have abolished these differences.”’ 
The second distinct reason given was that an action for 
negligence only lies where there was damage to the life, limb, 
health or property of the plaintiff and not where the damage 
caused was purely financial. 


decision. 


It appears from all this that here is a category of negligence 
which is very firmly closed, if indeed it was ever open. There 
are, however, certain exceptions which might assist the 
plaintiff. The House of Lords in Nocton v. Ashburton {1914} 


A.C. 932, established that, if the plaintiff and defendant were 
in a fiduciary relationship, an action could be brought even 
where the statement was merely made with negligence and 


without fraud. Similarly, if a contractual relationship can 
be established a cause of action lies : see De la Bere v. Pearson, 
Lid. |1908) 1 K.B. 280. However, the scope of a remedy 
in contract is restricted by the contract rule that no one who 
is not a party to a contract can sue or be sued on it. 
Denning, L.J., has suggested in Smith and Snipes Hall Farm 
v. River Douglas Catchment Board [1949) 2 K.B. 500, that the 
privity of contract doctrine has been generally misunderstood. 
In any case its effect was successfully evaded by the plaintiff 
in Wooldridge v. Stanley Hicks & Son {1953} C.P.L. 700. In 
this case the plaintiff wished to borrow money from his 
bank in order to purchase a house. The bank instructed 
the defendants, who were surveyors, to carry out a survey of 
the property. A postscript to the instructions provided 
that the plaintiff expressly requested that the defendants 
should pay particular attention to dry rot and woodworm. 


Vol. 105 


271 


After purchase, it was discovered that there was a bulge in 
one of the walls and that dry rot was present, neither of which 
had been detected by the defendants. The plaintiff claimed 
damages for negligence. Ormerod, J., held that the plaintiff 
was not entitled to damages on account of the bulge as the 
defendants were making the survey for the purposes of the 
mortgage and there was no contractual relationship between 
the plaintiff and the defendants, but as far as the matters 
stated in the postscript were concerned, these were extraneous 
to the survey for the purposes of the mortgage, and in respect 
of those matters the defendants were acting for the plaintiff 
and not the bank, and the plaintiff was entitled to damages for 
the dry rot. Unfortunately this case is not fully reported. It 
appears that the plaintiff recovered damages for breach of 
contract, but how the court arrived at this interesting con- 
clusion is not clear. Here in fact there may be a key to a 
method of mitigating the stern rule in Candler's case. 


Agency in aid 

It is not clear how far in these cases the avenues of the law 
of agency have been explored to evade the privity of contract 
doctrine. The decision in Wooldridge’s case may well have 
been based on agency. The creation of an agency relationship 
can be a very informal matter (see, e.g., Ormrod v. Crosville Motor 
Services, Ltd. ; Murphie, third party [1953) 1 W.L.R. 1126), 
and may well arise in these cases. Take, for example, the 
facts of Candler’s case itself. The plaintiff was contemplating 
investing money in a tin-min'1g company, but before doing 
so he wished to see the accounts of the company. The 
managing director requested the defendants, a firm of 
accountants, to prepare them. The accounts were specially 
prepared for the plaintiff and the defendants knew the 
accounts were wanted by the plaintiff who was considering 
investing in the company. Is it not arguable that the 
managing director here was acting as agent for the plaintiff, 
and the plaintiff as principal is therefore allowed to sue on the 
contract made by his agent and the defendants? Even if 
the defendants had not known of the existence of the 
plaintiff, as long as the managing director was obtaining the 
accounts for the benefit of the plaintiff, the latter would be 
able to sue on the contract as an undisclosed principal. 

The principles of agency would not, however, avail a 
plaintiff in all cases. They would not have assisted the 
plaintiff in Hedley Byrne's case, as a reference as to a client's 
credit-worthiness passing between banks is probably not 
in the nature of a contract. Nor would the principles of 
agency have assisted the plaintiff in De Savary’s case, for the 
bank wanted the accounts for its own guidance, not for the 
guidance of the plaintiff as in Candler’s case. These unfor- 
tunate litigants needed the help of “ bold judicial spirits.”’ 

ANTHONY SCRIVENER. 





Obituary 


His Honour Mytes F. D. ARCHIBALD, county court judge of 
Circuit No. 12 (Bradford, etc.) from 1952 to 1958, died on 
14th March, aged 62. He was admitted in 1923 but called by 
the Inner Temple in 1934. 


Mr. WALTER GorRDON BEECROFT, solicitor, of Leigh-on-Sea, 
died on 6th March, aged 76. Admitted in 1906, he was a past 
president of Southend-on-Sea and District Law Society. 


Mr. HAarRoLD SEWARD PEaArcE, C.B.E., a taxing master of the 
Supreme Court from 1944-52, died on 7th March, aged 81. He 
was admitted in 1902. 


Mr. SAMUEL JOHN MARTON SAMpsoN, solicitor, of Ipswich and 
Bury St. Edmunds, died on 16th March, aged 77. Admitted 
in 1908, he was diocesan registrar for the diocese of 
St. Edmundsbury and Ipswich and had been three times mayor 
of Bury St. Edmunds. 


Mr. CLirForD GREEN TURNER, solicitor, of Watford, died on 
13th March, aged 80. He was admitted in 1905. 


Mr. FREDERICK WILLIAM WESTON, retired solicitor, of London, 
W.1, and Northwood, Middlesex, died on 3rd March, aged 86. 
He was admitted in 1898. 
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IN 


THERE is judicial authority for the proposition that a limited 
company has neither a bottom to be kicked nor a soul to be 
damned. Nor, by the same token, has it legs to run away, a 
fist to black the eye of a process server, or a shoulder on 
which a writ tapped with a triumphant cry of 
“‘Served!”’, which one has always understood from the 
earliest days of articles to be the accolade of service. 

How, then, is a company to be served ?—-and we are not 
talking about the kind of service that leads to the presentation 
of a suitably inscribed gold watch after twenty-five years. 
In the case of a genuine company with a genuine secretary 
and directors, with of course genuine expense accounts if 
any such things exist, any documents may be served by 
sending it by ordinary or registered post to the registered 
office of the company (Companies Act, 1948, s. 107 (1)). 
It’s as easy as that. The letter must be addressed with 
substantial accuracy, and postage must be prepaid. Unless 
the contrary appears, the document is then deemed to have 
been effectively served when it would have been delivered 
in the ordinary course of post (Interpretation Act, 1889, s. 26). 

Alternatively, any document can be served at the company’s 
registered office, where it should be left with a director or 
secretary, or at least with the person apparently in charge. 
The secretary of a company can agree to accept service 
elsewhere, and service on the company’s solicitor is valid 
provided the company subsequently enters an appearance to 
the proceedings (Re Denver United Breweries, Ltd. (1890), 
63 L.T. 96). 

A summons to appear before magistrates, however, must 
be served at the registered office of the company, and not 
even the company’s solicitor can waive this requirement 
(Pearkes, Gunston & Tee, Lid. v. Richardson [1902] 1 K.B. 91). 


Can be 


Blacker sheep 

But what about the less genuine companies 
whose activities are certainly not mentioned in the Financial 
Times, except perhaps in somewhat embarrassing circum- 
stances? As like as not, letters addressed to them will 
come back marked “ Deceased’ or “‘ Building Demolished,” 
and their registered office as known at Bush House may be 
anything from the address of a flash firm of accountants to a 
disused railway arch. In any event, no officer of the company 
will ever be available there, so that service by the usual rules 
becomes impossible 


So far, so good 


There are a series of nets, so to speak, ot ever decreasing 
mesh designed to catch these slippery eels. Where the 
registered office cannot be found, the document can be served 
at the office where the company actually carries on business. 


If it does not do so, service may be possible on one or more of 
the late officers of the 
this sort of difficulty arises, what is or is not good service is a 


company. It would seem that, when 
matter of fact for the court to decide. In this connection it 
might be worth mentioning that, where all the officers of a 
company had disappeared and the registered office had been 
demolished, service on a workman on the site was held to be 
bad service on the company. 
little too far 
As nearly 
individualistic 


rhis was apparently going a 
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WHICH WE SERVE COMPANIES 


and it may be for this reason that service on Scottish companies 
is given special treatment by s. 437 (2) of the Companies 
Act, 1948. It can be by post to the registered office of the 
company in Scotland, but if the company carries on a business 
in England, it can also be by post or delivery to the manager 
or other principal officer of its English office 
to the Scottish registered office. It must carry on business 
from its own premises in England, however ; doing so merely 
through an agent is not good enough. 

It is of course possible that one may be faced with the 
problem of serving something on a company carrying on 
business in England but registered in, say, 
Liechtenstein, or somewhere equally improbab! But do 
not despair. However advantageous this may be for tax 
purposes, s. 407 of the Companies Act says that a company 
registered abroad and carrying on business in this country 
must file with the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies a 
statement, inter alia, of the names and addresses in this 
country of persons authorised to accept service of documents 
on its behalf. If this has not been done, or if the persons 
cannot be found, process can be served by leaving it at o1 
sending it by post to any place of business of the company 
in Great Britain (s. 412). And this 
England. 


yI shop, cop 


Andorra or 


does not just mean 
Winding up 

The Companies (Winding-up) Rules, 1949, make special 
provisions for the service of documents in winding-up pro- 
ceedings. They can of course be served by post or delivery 
at the company’s registered office. If there is no longet 
such a thing, they can be left with any member, officer, o1 
servant of the company at its principal or last-known principal 
place of business. Failing that, the best bet is to seek the 
direction of the court as to how to serve (r. 29). A solicitor 
specially appointed for the purpose can be served, and in 
winding-up proceedings service by post is deemed to be 
effective at the time when the letter would normally have 
been delivered, even if in fact it is returned by the Post 
Office (r. 23). 

Quite apart from the provisions of the Companies Act, 
1948, if all else fails there is nothing to stop a person wanting 
to serve a writ or summons from going to the court to get 
an order for substituted service under R.S.C., Ord. 10 (surely 
the only ruleless order ?) or C.C.R., Ord. 8, r. 6. Service by 
advertisement in a newspaper or care of some bank, firm of 
solicitors or accountants, can be ordered, just as it could be 
in respect of an individual. 

Though the younger generation may find it hard to believe, 
there are more reasons for forming, or perhaps buying, a 
company than the acquisition of a lovely expense account. 
As one of them is, strangely enough, the desire to limit 
financial liability, it follows that the less successful examples 
often find themselves the target for a bombardment of writs, 
summonses, and winding-up notices. Barred doors, empty 
places of business and disappearing registered offices may 
be frustrating, but the determined plaintiff, armed with a 
little common sense, and perhaps a bit of low cunning, should 
be able to overcome all these difficulties. Perseverance pays. 


J 
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By Will or Codicil or Covenant 


May we suggest to Legal or Financial Advisers that, when questions of their 
clients’ benefactions arise, the worthiness of The Royal Air Force Benevolent 
Fund may be wholeheartedly and deservedly commended. 


Briefly, The Royal Air Force Benevolent Fund provides help to R.A.F. 
personnel disabled while flying or during other service. It assists the widows 
and dependants of those who lose their lives and helps with the children’s 
education. It gives practical assistance to those suffering on account of 
sickness and general distress. 














The need for help in nowise lessens in peace or war. Our immeasurable gratitude 
to that “Immortal Few” can hardly cease while memory itself endures. 


The Royal Air Force Benevolent Fund 


More detailed information will gladly be sent by The Hon. Treasurer, 
The R.A.F. Benevolent Fund, 67 Portland Place, London, W.1 
Telephone: LANgham 8343 
(Registered under the War Charities Act, 1940) 
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WHEN 


IS AN 


It would be difficult to dispute the proposition that the 
key section of the National Insurance (Industrial Injuries) 
Act, 1946, is s. 7. That is the section which provides for the 
payment of industrial injury, disablement or death benefit 
where an insured person suffers personal injury or death caused 
by an accident arising out of and in the course of his employ- 
ment. Subsection (4) further stipulates that for the purposes 
of that Act an accident arising in the course of an insured 
person's employment shall be deemed, in the absence of 
evidence to the contrary, also to have arisen out of that 
employment. In October, 1959, we considered certain 
decisions of the Commissioner which threw light on how the 
phrase “accident arising out of and in the course of 
employment” is interpreted for purposes of national 
insurance (103 Sov. J. 768 and 787). In particular we reviewed 
the application of the deeming subs. (4). 

A more subtle point exists than questions concerned with 
whether any particular accident arose in the course of an 
insured person’s employment and, if so, whether it also arose 
out of it. This, which we did not previously consider, is 
whether any particular incident at work giving rise to a claim 
amounted to an accident. If, for purposes of an industrial 
injuries claim, what the claimant terms an accident is not 
held to be an accident at all, then whether it arose out of and 
in the course of the employment is of no more than academic 
interest. What we are currently considering is whether any 
guidance is available on what incidents at work are likely to 
pass for accidents for purposes of industrial injuries insurance, 
and what insured persons and their employers should do to 
reduce the risks of accidents being deemed by the national 
insurance statutory authorities to have been no more than 
non-insurable incidents. 


Injury following strain 


The question whether any particular incident at work, 
which gave rise to an industrial injuries benefit claim, con- 
stituted an industrial accident occurs rarely amongst the 
reported decisions of the Commissioner. Nevertheless, several 
decisions throw some light upon this aspect. From these 
reports it seems, first, that the question is most likely to arise 
in connection with an injury following or caused by a strain 
(a ‘‘ strain ’’ not amounting to “ injury ” unless there is some 
significant physiological change for the worse which lasts for an 
appreciable time—R (I) 19/60); and secondly, that the 
biggest hurdle facing the claimant is the burden of proof 
resting on him. 


Two of the earliest relevant decisions illustrate"cases falling 
on either side of the insurability line. In C.S.1. 20/49, the 
claimant had undertaken heavier work, involving lifting and 
laying steel bars, than that to which he was accustomed. 
Some five months later he had to stop work owing to the 
condition of his right wrist, it being claimed that the swelling 
and pain of the wrist had first been noticed about a month 
after commencing that work and had subsequently become 
progressively worse. He obtained a medical certificate of 
incapacity and later a regional medical officer of the Depart- 
ment of Health for Scotland certified that the claimant 
seemed to have a fracture of the scaphoid bone of the right 
wrist which was probably associated with his work, although 
there was no history of any specific accident. The claimant 
in his grounds of appeal stated that at the time of the incident 
he had reported to a nurse, who indicated that there was a 
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INCIDENT AN ACCIDENT ? 


sprain and applied a bandage. Although the Commissioner 
had doubts about interfering with the decision of the local 
tribunal, which was adverse to the claimant, he did find that 
there had been an injury by accident and accordingly allowed 
the appeal. 

In C.S.I. 25/49, the claimant, who was a coal miner, was 
incapacitated for some seven weeks and received sickness 
benefit. Subsequently he claimed to have been incapacitated 
during that period through injury by accident sustained 
at his work. He contended that the incapacity for work 
was caused by a number of small accidents sustained while 
shovelling in a confined space with a low roof and culminating 
in injury to his shoulder three days before his first day of 
incapacity for work. He did not report the matter at once 
because it was a long weekend and he thought the shoulder 
might right itself. At first he was certified as incapacitated 
by conditions variously described as myalgia, neuritis of arm, 
pain in shoulder, tenosynovitis, myalgia in deltoid region 
and synovitis. Later the question of an accident arose 
upon his being certified as suffering from “ supra spinatous 
tendonitis.” Here the Commissioner upheld the local 
tribunal’s disallowance of the claim because, although he 
was prepared to assume that the claimant might have strained 
himself and that a strain or succession of strains might have 
brought on the condition which incapacitated him, the onus 
was on the claimant to prove that there was a strain or a 
succession of strains which had caused the condition, and the 
reasonable requirements of proof had not been satisfied. 


Inadequate reporting of accident 

Several cases illustrate how claimants caused difficulties 
for themselves in pursuing their claims by failure to report 
promptly or at all the accident which caused the incapacity. 
In R (I) 2/51, an industrial injury benefit claimant stated 
that he had sustained a hernia whilst lifting a large board 
on to a table in the course of his employment one week before 
he saw his doctor, who then certified him incapable of work 
owing to a right inguinal hernia. The claimant said that 
he felt a strain at the time and a lump in his right groin 
but, not realising the significance of these events, he did not 
report the occurrence as an accident. He did not complain 
to any fellow workman and continued to work for a further 
week. After seeing his doctor he was off work for a fortnight 
and then returned with a truss. The employers knew nothing 
about the alleged accident and no corroborative evidence 
was available. In these circumstances the local insurance 
officer ruled that there had not been an industrial accident 
and the local appeal tribunal by a majority dismissed the 
claimant’s appeal on the ground that there was no evidence 
corroborating his statement. The Commissioner allowed the 
claimant’s appeal, explaining that, though the claimant had 
to prove that the hernia resulted from an accident arising 
out of and in the course of his employment, he was not bound 
to prove this beyond all reasonable doubt. For the claim 
to succeed it was sufficient if from the evidence as a whole 
the balance of probability led to the conclusion that the 
hernia did result from an industrial accident. Such e 
conclusion—which could be drawn here—might be based on 
the evidence of the claimant alone because there was no 
rule of English law that corroboration of such evidence 
was necessary. Although in some cases a tribunal might 
think that they could not act on the claimant’s uncorroborated 
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evidence because it was self-contradictory or inherently 
improbable, or because they did not believe him (though it 
was seldom safe to reject evidence solely for this last reason), 
these factors did not exist in this case. 

Two other cases resemble the last one with variations on 
the theme of inadequate reporting of the accident. In 
R (I) 53/51, the claimant, a woman of forty-six who was 
employed as a perfumery packer, attributed her incapacity 
for work to the straining of her back while lifting carboys in 
the course of her work. The particular incident was not 
reported to the claimant’s employers, although a fellow- 
worker was aware of the occurrence in question. A variety 
of diagnoses was made by the claimant’s doctor for her 
varying periods of incapacity, and it was not until nearly 
four months after the incident that a hospital X-ray revealed 
a spinal lesion and a specialist expressed the opinion that 
this had been caused by lifting at work. The Commissioner 
(with seme doubt) allowed the claimant’s appeal and referred 
to the fact that there was direct evidence that lifting the 
carboys did cause her pain which culminated at the time she 
ceased work. In R (I) 59/52, the claimant was a lad of 
seventeen employed by a firm of grocers. He alleged that 
when unloading a van containing 12 lb. parcels of flour he 
felt pain in one wrist when he handled one parcel awkwardly. 
He then suspected only a slight strain and the next day 
strapped his wrist and continued working for about three 
weeks until the wrist became and he consulted a 
doctor, who diagnosed a fracture of the scaphoid. The 
accident had not been reported to the employers; the 
claimant had mentioned it to two workmates who were with 
him at the time of the accident but for reasons unspecified 
those witnesses refused to corroborate the claimant's statement. 
Between the time of the dismissal of the claimant’s appeal 
by the local tribunal and the appeal to the Commissioner, 
the claimant's doctor wrote a letter in support of hisclaim. In 
the light of all the circumstances the Commissioner held that 
the claimant had sustained an industrial accident and allowed 
the appeal. 


worse 


Onus of proof not satisfied 


In all the seven other relevant reported decisions of the 
Commissioner the claimants failed to discharge the onus 
of proof that an industrial accident had occurred. Four 
of these were published primarily because they contained 
summaries of medical evidence which it was thought would 
be found useful by local appeal tribunals and local insurance 
officcrs when having to decide cases of similar type. 

The cases not reported as medical decisions inevitably 
also touched on medical factors. The decision C.S.I. 80/50 
concerned a claimant who operated a radial tapping machine 
and who became incapable of work because of a septic thumb. 
He said that he “ was always getting jags”’ in his work. 
In allowing the insurance officer’s appeal the Commissioner 
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considered that the claimant had not discharged the onus 
of showing either that in the course of his work he did sustain 
a jag or other injury to the septic thumb or that, his thumb 
having been injured in some way, not necessarily in the 
course of work, the septic condition developed from the 
conditions of his work. 

In R (I) 19/60, a miner, who in the course of his work had 
to lift derailed coal hutches from time to time, strained 
himself in this connection ; over twenty-four hours later he 
suffered a coronary occlusion. The claimant was unable to 
establish that the coronary occlusion was brought on by the 
strain at work and his appeal failed. In R (I) 3/52, a 
welder attributed his eye condition to exposure to glare or 
ultra-violet rays or a spark following the welding of a water 
main for about an hour when he could not use the usual form 
of protection for his eyes. The Commissioner held that the 
evidence did not establish personal injury by accident and 
that in any event the medical evidence showed that even if 
he had suffered such an injury his incapacity did not result 
from it. 

In three of the cases reported on account of the medical 
evidence concerned, the claimant suffered from a “ prolapsed 
disc ” (R (I) 20/56, R (I) 35/59 and R (I) 12/60), and the 
remaining case required a decision whether a detached 
retina which impaired the claimant’s vision was the result 
of a strain (R (I) 39/59). As indicated above, in every one 
of those cases the claimant failed to prove that there had 
been an industrial accident. 


Conclusion 


Although indications of the validity of any claim in the 
light of the medical evidence are beyond a claimant’s control, 
this review of the cases concerning attempts to bring incidents 
at work within the meaning of “ accident ’’ for the purposes 
of the Industrial Injuries Acts indicates what actions a 
prudent potential claimant should take when an incident, 
even if apparently a minor one, occurs. He should never 
suffer in silence and cheerfully carry on at work for as long 
as he can endure to do so. He should immediately report 
any incident to his employers and have an entry made in any 
accident book kept for the purpose. Further, he should seek 
out those of his workmates who would be willing to give 
evidence for him and leave them in no doubt as to the nature 
of the incident and whatever after-effects took place. He 
should seek medical advice at the earliest opportunity from 
the most competent source available to him and ensure 
that a full record of the consultation is made. The account 
of the incident and its effects must be consistent however 
often it is told. A claim for the appropriate benefit should 
be lodged promptly with the local national insurance office. 
Model employers will encourage all their employees to behave 
in this way. N.D.V. 
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EASTER celebrations 


At Fortescue House we have our own school chapel, created very 


largely by the unsparing efforts of both masters and boys. Here 
we do our best to foster spiritual and moral values, so important 
in the building of character. It is inspiring work, but to deal 
faithfully with our boys and girls we need all the help you can 
give us in the face of constantly rising costs. To carry on we 
depend on continuous voluntary aid. May this Easter be 
celebrated by your help and influence with benefactors and 


testators ? We are neither nationalised nor subsidised. 


Donations should be sent to Mr. F. A. Thorp, General Secretary 
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WHEN PURCHASER PAYS FOR ABSTRACT 


BEFORE the war, when estates of ordinary-sized dwellings were 
being built for sale in various parts of the country, the 
majority of houses changed hands at selling prices under 
£1,000. Conveyancers acting for purchasers of houses with 
a registered title regarded s. 110 (1) (a) of the Land Registra- 
tion Act, 1925, as needing careful noting in the contract for 
sale. 

By this subsection, unless the purchase money exceeds 
£1,000, in the absence of any stipulation to the contrary, the 
costs of copies and abstracts of entries in the register, plans 
and documents, shall be borne by the purchaser who requires 
them. This meant that, unless the purchaser’s solicitor 
inserted a clause in the contract negativing the effect of the 
subsection, the purchaser, who under the Act is entitled at 
the vendor’s expense to an authority to inspect the register 
(a statutory duty out of which the vendor cannot contract), 
had to bear the cost of copies of the subsisting entries in the 
register, filed plans, and copies or abstracts of any documents 
or parts noted on the register, so far as they affected the land 
being sold, except charges or incumbrances registered or 
protected on the register which were to be discharged or 
overridden at or prior to completion. 

Of course, this is at variance with the usual practice of the 
vendor, at his own expense, deducing a title in accordance 
with the contract, or, in cases where no contract has been 
entered into, the vendor preparing and delivering to the 
purchaser, free of charge to the latter, an abstract of title 
covering the statutory period, generally thirty years. 

In these days of inflated selling prices, when many properties 
are fetching five times their pre-war value, and bearing in 
mind that the purchaser, for a shilling or two, can obtain 
from the Land Registry official office copies of the property, 
proprietorship and charges registers, with filed plan, which, 
in most cases, comprise the abstract of title, there is no 
hardship caused when this stipulation is omitted from the 
contract. In practice, the vendor usually supplies these 
copies at his expense. 

When the abstract includes copies of documents that are 
referred to on the register as affecting the land (these are most 
likely to be disclosed by being noted in the contract) in 
appropriate cases of selling prices not exceeding £1,000, the 
purchaser’s solicitor should insert a suitable condition in the 
contract providing for the deducing of title at the vendor’s 
expense, the abstract to comprise official office copies. 


Advantage of official copies 


The advantage of official office copies is that such copies 


do not require verification. By s. 113 of the Land Registration 
Act, 1925, such copies shall be admissible in evidence in all 
actions and matters to the same extent as would the 
originals. Furthermore, these filed copies as supplied by the 
Land Registry are deemed to be complete and correct. 
Should they be found to be otherwise, and loss is sustained, 
the person suffering such loss has a claim to compensation 
out of the Land Registry insurance fund, standardised at 
£100,000. 

Regarding s. 110 (1) of the Act and the exception from the 
documents to be furnished to the purchaser of charges or 
incumbrances to be discharged or overridden at or before 
completion, one still finds vendors’ solicitors going to the 
unnecessary trouble of abstracting registered charges that 
are to be discharged at or before completion and purchasers’ 


solicitors unnecessarily asking for them to be abstracted. 
Solicitors acting for purchasers are concerned to see that such 
charges, which are noted in the copy of the charges register 
delivered to them as part of the abstract of title, are discharged 
before completion, or (and this is more often the case) that 
the usual evidence is produced at completion for their 
discharge and subsequent removal from the register. An 
undertaking to do so within a limited time is given. 

Discharge of a registered charge is popularly effected, as to 
the whole or part, by Land Registry form 53. Alternatively, 
especially in the cases of mortgages to building, friendly, 
provident and industrial societies, the form of discharge may 
be that authorised by the statute governing the societies. 


Section 20 of Building Societies Act, 1960 


In this connection, attention is drawn to s. 20 of the Building 
Societies Act, 1960, dealing with the sealing of receipts endorsed 
on mortgages. This section refers to s. 42 of the Building 
Societies Act, 1874, under which a mortgage of land given 
to a building society may be discharged by endorsing a 
receipt under the seal of the building society countersigned 
by the secretary or manager. Section 20 of the 1960 Act 
provides for an important alteration to be made in the form of 
receipt prescribed by s. 42 of the 1874 Act. The words 
“ countersigned by any person acting under the authority 
of the board of directors or committee of management of the 
society” are to be substituted for the words in the 1874 
Act,“ countersigned by the secretary or manager.” Section 20 
(2) of the 1960 Act provides that at the end of the form of 
receipt in the Schedule to the 1874 Act for the words 
“Secretary [or Manager]’’ there shall be substituted the 
words “ by authority of the board of directors for committee 
of management].”’ By s. 20 (3) of the 1960 Act, the section 
shall extend to Northern Ireland so as to apply to mortgages 
of land in Northern Ireland for securing advances by building 
societies as defined in the 1960 Act. 

Boards of directors and committees of management of 
building societies are assumed to have passed the necessary 
resolution of authorisation, which, it is further assumed, 
is in accordance with their rules. The mortgagor's or 
purchaser’s solicitor should, therefore, ensure that the form of 
receipt complies with these latest statutory provisions and 
uses the precise words of the Act at the end of the receipt. 

In cases where societies use the statutory receipt under 
s. 115 of the Law of Property Act, 1925, s. 115 (9) of the 
1925 Act states that the provisions of the section relating to 
the operation of a receipt shall (in substitution for the like 
statutory provisions relating to receipts given by or on 
behalf of a buiding, friendly, industrial or provident society) 
apply to the discharge of a mortgage made to any such 
society, provided that the receipt is executed in the manner 
required by the statute relating to the society. 

Section 115 (5) of the 1925 Act states that a receipt may be 
given in the form contained in Sched. III to the Act, with 
such variations and additions, if any, as may be deemed 
expedient. 

It will be seen, therefore, that although a somewhat free 
hand is allowed in the matter of the form of a receipt under 
s. 115, if it is used instead of the form prescribed by the 
Building Societies Act, 1874, it must be executed in the 
manner required by the 1874 Act as now amended by the 
1960 Act, that is to say, the receipt at the end must contain 
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the words (see s. 20 of the 1960 Act) “ by authority of the 
board of directors [or committee of management].”’ 


Amend Land Registry form 53? 


Does the Land Registry form 53 for the discharge of a 
registered charge need amendment to bring it into line with 
s. 20 (2) of the 1960 Act ? Under r. 152 of the Land Registra- 
tion Rules, 1925, form 53, when used by an incorporated 
building society, is to be sealed and countersigned by the 
secretary of the society. By r. 151 the Chief Land Registrar 
is granted the liberty of accepting and acting upon any other 
proof of satisfaction of a charge which he may deem sufficient. 

It is understood that the Land Registry do not propose 
altering r. 152 in the light of s. 20 of the Building Societies 
Act, 1960, but have expressed the opinion that if a discharge 
of a building society mortgage is evidenced by the use of 
Land Registry form 53 sealed and countersigned by a person 
whose signature is expressed to be “ by authority of the 
board of directors [or committee of management] ”’ they will 
not raise any question as to the authority of the person so 
signing. The words of newly acquired significance “ by 
authority of the board of directors [or committee of manage- 
ment] "’ should, therefore, appear on all forms of receipt 
mentioned in this article, including Land Registry form 53. 
Where they appear in cases of discharge of registered charges, 
they will secure the removal of the entries from the charges 
register. 

What about discharges of mortgages of unregistered land ? 
In addition to checking that the significant words appear in 
the receipt, should the conveyancer ask for evidence that the 
counter-signature is that of a person who has been authorised 
by the board of directors or committee of management ? 
If a letter of confirmation is asked for by the mortgagor’s 


Landlord and Tenant Notebook 
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or purchaser’s solicitor, would it be given? There is no 
harm in asking for it. If it is refused, then the solicitor will 
probably be content to share the faith of the Chief Land 
Registrar that the words mean what they say, and are true. 
Recently there was an interesting correspondence on this 
subject of receipts in the Building Societies’ Gazette. A 
letter writer, himself a London solicitor, crossed swords with 
the journal’s legal correspondent, who had advocated the 
incorporation of the words “ by authority of the board of 
directors ’’ in s. 115 receipts. The letter writer pointed 
out that s. 115 only provided that the receipt must be executed 
in the manner required by the building societies statutes and 
not in the form required by those statutes. In other words, 
receipts under s. 115 must, in fact, be executed in the presence 
of a person authorised by the board, but there is no need for 
the receipt to say so. The legal correspondent, in reply, 
put it this way: “ Section 115 (9) of the Law of Property 
Act, 1925, makes us ask ‘ What is the manner required by the 
Building Societies Acts for the execution of receipts?’ One 
answer is that the Building Societies Acts do not require 
anything ; s. 42 of the 1874 Act is entirely permissive (‘the 
society may endorse, etc.’). But if s. 115 (9) does mean 
something—as Mr. Bracewell and I assume—then I personally 
think it can only mean that the execution of the receipt 
should be in the manner detailed in the amended s. 42 read 
with its amended Schedule, which includes the magic words. 
If a doubt exists, as it presumably does, I think the practical 
course is to add the words to s. 115 receipts for two reasons. 
First, to be on the safe side (and this is not so much a counsel 
of timidity as an acknowledgment of equivocal parliamentary 
drafting); and secondly, to allow building societies con- 
fidently to execute both kinds of receipts in the same way, at 
practically no extra trouble.” W.A.G. 


BUSINESS TENANCY: COMPETENT MESNE LANDLORD 


THE decision in Westerbury Property & Investment Co., Lid. 
v. Carpenter [1961) 1 W.L.R. 272; p. 155, ante, was one which, 
Danckwerts, J., said at the commencement of his judgment, 
involved difficult points under that difficult Act, the Landlord 
and Tenant Act, 1954. (The learned judge had Pt. II in 
mind; Pt. I rarely troubles the Chancery Division.) 

The proceedings were consolidated proceedings, the 
plaintiffs having sought a declaration that they had given the 
defendant an effective notice to terminate under Pt. II of 
the Act, and having launched an action for possession. 
Looking at the situation from the defendant’s point of view, 
the facts were as follows. 


In 1948, she had taken a three years’ under-tenancy of the 
first floor of a building owned by the plaintiffs’ predecessor in 
title, both she and her immediate landlords carrying on 


business on the premises. When the three years expired she 
held over as a yearly tenant : the Act had not yet been passed. 
The immediate landlords, Messrs. P. & G., Ltd., held a lease 
running from 25th March, 1946, to 25th March, 1960, but, 
when the plaintiffs served them with a notice to terminate on 
25th March, 1960—which was served well in time, namely, on 
10th August, 1959—they had not taken the trouble to serve 
the defendant with a notice to quit or a notice to terminate. 
When she did receive a notice to terminate, or what purported 


to be such, it was the plaintiffs who gave it: this was on 
22nd January, 1960, and it was to expire on 31st July, 1960. 


In the meantime, Messrs. P. & G. had (i) filed an application 
for a new tenancy (on 8th December, 1959), and (ii) withdrawn 
that application (on 29th January, 1960) and quitted the 
premises. 


The defendant contended (i) that the notice to terminate was 
ineffective because given for the wrong date; alternatively 
(ii) that it was ineffective because the plaintiffs were, on 
22nd January, not her “ competent landlords.” 


Date of notice 


The argument on this point was that as the tenancy was 
a yearly one it could be determined only by six months’ 
notice expiring with an anniversary, so that 25th March, 
1961, would be the earliest date. It was argued that s. 25 (3) 
of the Landlord and Tenant Act, 1954 (‘‘In the case of a 
tenancy which apart from this Act could have been brought 
to an end by notice to quit given by the landlord, the date of 
termination . . . shall be not earlier than the earliest date 
on which apart from this Part of this Act the tenancy could 
have been brought to an end by notice to quit,” etc.) 
governed the position. 
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The fallacy was this: you cannot use the “ apart from [this 
Part of} this Act ’’ when it suits you and ignore it when it 
does not. On 22nd January, 1960, the mesne term was due 
to expire on the next ensuing 25th March: so the sub- 
tenancy could not have been brought to an end by notice to 
quit given by the landlords, Messrs. P. & G., at all. Hence 
subs. (4) applied, requiring merely that a notice to terminate 
should not specify a date earlier than the date on which 
apart from Pt. II of the Act the tenancy would have come to 
an end by effluxion of time. It would—apart from, etc.— 
have come to an end by effluxion of time when the mesne 
term came to an end, on 25th March 


Competent landlords 


The second point easy. “The landlord,” in 
relation to a tenancy, means, according to s. 44 (1), the person 
(immediate landlord or not) who is the owner of that interest 
which fulfils two conditions : it must be an interest in reversion 
expectant, etc., and it must be either the fee simple or a 
tenancy which will not come to an end within fourteen 
months or less by effluxion of time or by virtue of a notice to 
quit already given by the landlord, etc. ; and the defendant’s 
contention appears to have been that Messrs. P. & G. satisfied 
the conditions on 22nd January, 1960, as they then held a 
tenancy which would not come to an end by effluxion of time 
or by virtue of a notice to quit already given by the landlord. 
(“ Notice to quit”’ for this purpose means a common-law 
notice given by an immediate landlord: s. 44 (2).) 

Argument centred on the meaning of ‘‘a tenancy which 
will not come to an end within fourteen months or less by 
effluxion of time or by virtue of a notice to quit already given 
by the landlord ”’ and, holding that Messrs. P. & G.’'s tenancy 
was such on 22nd January, 1960, Danckwerts, J., said that 
he had first been inclined to say that the words referred to a 
tenancy not under the statutory provisions but under the 
contractual provisions between the landlord and the tenant ; 
but that that seemed to be contrary to the law as stated by the 
Court of Appeal in Cornish v. Brook Green Laundry, Ltd. 
[1959] 1 Q.B. 394 (C.A.). Consequently, the plaintiffs were 
not the defendant's competent landlord on 22nd January, 
1960. 


was less 
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The point was a new one and not one which fell to be 
examined in the article entitled “Hunt the Landlord” in 
our issue of 29th January, 1960 (104 Sor. J. 77), which dealt 
with the position which arises where there are several deriva- 
tive interests, but we believe that the writer would share our 
doubts about the reasoning adopted by Danckwerts, J. 
This is because, while the learned judge recognised a distinc- 
tion between a contractual business tenancy and a statutory 
business tenancy, he did not distinguish between a business 
tenancy which has been continued and one which will be 
continued only if certain conditions be fulfilled. The mesne 
tenants concerned in Cornish v. Brook Green Laundry, Ltd., 
had held a lease which had expired by effluxion of time on 
28th September, 1956, and the sub-tenant, whose sub-lease 
had expired three days earlier, applied for a new tenancy in 
October, 1957 ; she first made the mesne tenants respondents, 
but then joined the freeholders, and when it was decided 
against her that the mesne tenants were entitled to establish 
and had established a ground of opposition, urged that they 
were not her competent landlord. The judgment on this 
point was expressed (by Romer, L.J.) in these terms: ‘“‘ We 
are satisfied that the definition in s. 69 [the definition of 
‘tenancy’ as a tenancy created either immediately or 
derivatively out of the freehold, whether by lease, agreement, 
etc., or in pursuance of any enactment, including the Act] 
was not intended to exclude tenancies which, if not strictly 
“created ’ by the Act, were given a statutory extension of life 
on the terms prescribed by the Act.” In my respectful 
submission, a distinction should be drawn between tenancies 
which may be and tenancies which have been extended. On 

2nd January, 1960, Messrs. P. & G.’s mesne tenancy was due 
to expire on 25th March, both by effluxion of time and by virtue 
of notice to terminate, and if the application of 8th December, 
1959, had ever succeeded, the existing tenancy would none 
the less have been determined. This, I respectfully submit, 
suggests that Danckwerts, J.’s first impression of the meaning 
of the words “‘ a tenancy which will not come to an end within 
fourteen months or less by effluxion of time or by virtue of a 
notice to quit already given by the landlord’ was correct. 


R. B. 


HERE AND THERE 


JUSTICE FROM HEAVEN 
THE committee which, having meditated since June, 1958, 
has just produced some startling and stimulating proposals 
for the speeding up of our courts, has suggested, among 
its new and bright ideas, that during the Long Vacation a 
“flying squad” of three judges should swoop on various 
assize towns to hold supplementary assizes. The mental 
picture conjured up is very far removed from that of the static 
symbolic lady, blindfold and holding a pair of scales, who 
satisfied our leisurely and classically-minded forefathers, and 
rather suggests a hawk swooping from the skies unerring with 
beak and claws. After all, the hawk does give that on which he 
swoops the swiftest sort of decision as to its fate. He has 
speed and accuracy, and that is what we are told is wanted in 
this day and age. Or perhaps, less symbolically, the judicial 
flying squad should be envisaged as three men in a hovercraft 
or helicopter brooding over the coloured counties of England 
and Wales, scanning the landscape for signals of distress 
from cathedral towers and town hall balconies or blazing 


beacons on Cambrian mountain peaks, signifying that there- 
abouts were gaols bursting to be delivered, lest a miscarriage of 
justice might supervene. Viewing the signals from afar, 
they would descend with equal alacrity in the Close at Salisbury 
or the municipal playing fields of Manchester and set to work, 
there and then, on the emergency operation of bringing justice 
tobirth. After a little practice, they could make it a parajudge 
operation, descending from the skies in billowing scarlet at 
the end of parachutes suitably emblazoned with the Royal 
Arms and other emblems of judicial authority. Fiat justitia ; 
ruat judex de coelis might be the motto of the Queen’s Flight 
Division of the Sky High Court of Justice. 


BLENDING IN TRADITION 


THERE is another aspect of this innovation which should 
obviously not be neglected. The Law Society’s Gazette recently 
published an article which suggests that the legal profession 
should no longer eschew publicity but should initiate 
“ dignified and factual announcements in the advertisement 
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WITH A WILL! 
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when you can! 


IMPERIAL 


PATRON: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN 


Write for further information to A. Dickson-Wright Esq., M.S., F.R.C.S. 
C.R.F. 63, Imperial Cancer Research Fund, 49 Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, W.C.2 
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These simple, efficient record systems are designed to 
save time in the solicitor’s office and to obviate risk of 
error. They have been prepared in collaboration with 
solicitors and as a result of long experience in the needs 
of the Profession. 


OYEZ CARD RECORD SYSTEMS 


OYEZ REMINDER SET 


A simple system which avoids carrying forward from 
diaries and possible oversight. 


OYEZ REGISTER OF INSURANCES 


An ideal method of recording details of insurances for 
solicitors handling this type of work. 


DEBT COLLECTION RECORD 


Provides a simple error-proof way of recording details 
of debt collections. 


RECORD OF INVESTMENTS 


A rapid and methodical means of identifying holdings. 














Write today for a detailed leaflet on any of the above to 

THE SOLICITORS’ LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, LTD. 
Head Office: Oyez House, Breams Buildings, London, E.C.4 
LONDON * BIRMINGHAM * CARDIFF « LIVERPOOL - MANCHESTER * GLASGOW 
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columns of the national Press.” Let us go a step further. 
Chis epoch-making innovation of winged justice in a form 
undreamt of hitherto in the civilised world should have high 
value as a tourist attraction, especially as it will operate at the 
very height of the tourist season, and it should be widely 
advertised. Enterprising travel agencies could run “ Chase 
the Assize Judge ”’ surprise tours, or perhaps they might be 
Government-sponsored to help to defray the cost of the 
experiment. In any event, not one jot of assize pageantry 


should be abated. The English legal system has been singularly 
adept at grafting the ancient on to the modern, wedding an 
eighteenth-century wig to a medieval robe, pouring the 
new wine of innovation into the old bottles of traditional forms. 
Then let not the county authorities who summon to their aid 
the flying squad judges in their hovercraft or helicopter by 
any means omit, say, the assize trumpeters. 


Indeed, amplified 
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by loudspeakers, their notes might be used to blow the 
summons skywards, certain conventional calls indicating the 
number and character of prisoners awaiting trial. Similar 
effects might be achieved by night by a decorative salvo of 
rockets, carrying the message by their number and colour. 
An appropriate emblem of authority could be added to the 
judges’ procession to court. On suitable occasions the 
Admiralty oar is borne before Lord Merriman; the flying 
justices should be preceded by an officer carrying a symbolic 
propeller. We are always being told now that swiftness is of 
the essence of justice. It would be difficult to exaggerate the 
impression made on the prison population by this sudden god- 
like descent from the clouds of Justice personified. The law 
has long lain tangled and helpless in the web of the ancient 
circuit formalities. The judex ex machina can solve all her 


problems. RICHARD Rok. 


REVIEWS 


The Law of Stamp Duties. Third Edition. By J.C. Monroe, 
B.A., of the Middle Temple and Lincoln's Inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
pp. xviii and (with Index) 298. 1961. London: Sweet & 
Maxwell, Ltd. £2 2s. net. 


This is an excellent book. The appearance of the first edition 
in 1954 was hailed with delight not so much for its intrinsic 
merits, though these also were recognised, as for its originality. 
Never before had the unpleasant topic of stamp duties been 
expounded in narrative form. The result was, so far as its 
subject-matter could possibly permit, both comprehensible and 
readable. Accordingly, this, the third edition, no longer retains 
the full novelty of the first edition, but instead it can rely for 
support on its other merits, with which, no doubt, very many 
readers are already familiar. Primarily designed as a student’s 
text-book, it has not only fulfilled this purpose, but has been 
accepted for use by practitioners. The present edition is amply 
justified by the unusually high number of important decisions 
(including four of the House of Lords) since the previous edition 
in 1956. In addition, the principal statutory provisions in force 
relating to stamp duties are now set out in an appendix and a 
new chapter on unit trusts has been included. Apart from these 
major matters, there are a large number of detailed amendments. 
In particular, one irritation of the earlier editions has been 
removed, namely, the recording of the regnal year and chapter 
in a footnote every time a statute was cited, which the Stamp 
Act, 1891, was on nearly every page. Now this practice has 
been restricted to once per statute. Mr. Monroe’s masterpiece 
should be regarded as one of the less expensive essential items of 
equipment of both students and practitioners. 


Essays in Criminal Science. 
MUELLER. pp. xvi and 460. 
Maxwell, Ltd. £3 10s. net. 


This collection is a Festschrift, presented to the Journal of 
Criminal Law, Criminology and Police Science and to its editor-in- 
chief, Dr. Robert Harvey Gault, on the double occasion of the 
Journal’s golden jubilee and Dr. Gault’s retirement after fifty 
years as editor. The Comparative Criminal Law Project of 
New York University, under its director, Gerhard O. W. Mueller, 
has brought together the “‘ gift-essays " of eighteen criminologists 
from four different continents, as a tribute to the journal and its 
distinguished editor; there are contributions on the general 
science of criminal law, the quest for new ideas in criminology, 
problems of forensic medicine and law reform in foreign countries, 
including the Soviet Union and Japan. 

To the practical lawyer many of these academic studies will be 
hard going: in particular, the American contributions seem to 


Edited by GrerHarRD O. W. 
1961. London: Sweet & 


combine platitudinous high-mindedness with deep learning to 
produce the most modest conclusions. For example, Professor 
Helen Silving, described here as “‘ truly . .. the First Lady of 
American Criminal Law,’’ after a seventy-seven page study of 
“The Rule of Law in Criminal Justice,’’ packed with historical 
knowledge and references to comparative law, can only conclude: 
“Perhaps in an age of atomic power and of the Unconscious, 
there is no longer any room for‘ criminallaw.’ So long, however, 
as such law exists, it should be administered in a manner least 
infringing upon man's freedom and dignity and, to the utmost 
possible extent, without increasing the sense of fear pervading 
our lives.’’ The professor is preaching to the converted in her 
second conclusion; her first would seem to make her life-work 
unnecessary. Again, an essay on “ Methods of Treatment of 
Drug Addiction,” while revealing the horrifying extent of the 
narcotic problem in the United States, tells us little of the methods 
of treatment save that they are to all intents and purposes 
useless (the relapse rate after lengthy hospital treatment ranges 
from 85 to 95 per cent.); the conclusion here is that “ new 
methods must be devised.”’ 

The shorter contributions seem to be the most rewarding. 
There is a fascinating investigation by Professor von Hentig, 
of Bonn, into the problem of returning to the scene of the crime, 
in which he draws a convincing picture of the abnormal psycho- 
logical effects on the murderer of his crime. The British 
contribution, from Dr. Glanville Williams, is a concise and clear 
article on ‘‘ Automatism,”’ a subject which has particular interest 
on this side of the Atlantic at the present time; it is unfortunate 
that he was not able to include a discussion of the Boshears 
case. 

This book will probably not have a wide appeal to the non- 
academic lawyer, but for those who like to pass a few hours in 
the rarefied atmosphere of ‘‘ pure ’’ law and to study the approach 
of other countries to their criminal problems, there is much of 
interest to be found here. It is certainly a beautifully produced 
gift to the man who is given in the foreword the rather fulsome 
description of the ‘ Nestor of American Criminology.” 


The Annual Charities Register and Digest. 
classified register of charities. Sixty-eighth edition. pp. (with 
Index) 446. 1961. London: Family Welfare Association and 
Butterworth & Co. (Publishers), Ltd. 17s. 6d. net. 


This annual guide gives up-to-date information about charitable 
organisations, divided into thirty-four sections according to the 
work done. There is also a section of miscellaneous information 
relevant to charitable work and a section devoted to social 
service statistics. The book is completed by a full index. 


Being a 





Wills and Bequests 


Mr. Monti£ PHILLIP ARNOLD, solicitor and company director, 
of London, W.C.2, left £54,728 net. 


Mr. Guy DanreL HarvVEY-SAMUEL, solicitor, of London, S.W.1, 
left £84,311 net. 
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NOTES OF CASES 


The Notes of Cases in this issue are 
and, 


hed 


publis by arrangement with the Council of Law R 
in general, full reports will be found in the 


eekly Law R %. An asterisk against 


ly eport 
¢ ease indicates that there is no present intention of reporting it in the Weekly Law Reports. 


Court of Appeal 


LANDLORD AND TENANT: BUSINESS PREMISES : 
MEANING OF “ LANDLORD ” 
Green v. Bowes-Lyon 
Sellers, Pearce and Devlin, L.] J. 
17th November, 1960 


Appeal from Pearson J. ({1960] 1 W.L.R. 176; 104 Sot. J. 
189). 

R held certain premises under a very long lease. W held a 
sub-lease of the whole of the premises from R for a term 
expiring on 4th April, 1959. The plaintiff held a sub-lease of 
the ground floor and basement of the premises from W for a 
term expiring on Ist April, 1959. The defendant held a 
sub-lease of the ground floor only from the plaintiff for a 
term expiring on 31st March, 1959. Part II of the Landlord 
and Tenant Act, 1954, did not apply to W’s tenancy, but 
applied to the plaintiff's tenancy and that of the defendant. 
By an instrument dated 19th March, 1958, and called a 
reversionary lease, RK granted the defendant a lease of the 
ground floor of the premises for a term of seven years from 
5th April, 1959. In an action by the plaintiff for one quarter’s 
rent due on 24th June, 1959, the defendant contended that 
s. 28 of the Act applied, that the instrument of 19th March, 
1958, was an agreement between the landlord and the tenant 
for the grant to the tenant of a future tenancy of the holding 
on terms and from a date, viz., 5th April, 1959, specified in 
the agreement, that the defendant’s tenancy was the “ current 
tenancy ’”’ referred to in s. 28 of the Act, and that it was 
continued by s. 24 of the Act only until 5th April, 1959, and 
no longer, and was not, therefore, a tenancy to which Pt. II of 
the Act applied; and that the defendant was not the 
plaintiff's sub-tenant but the sub-tenant of R under the 
instrument dated 19th March, 1958, which bound the interest 
of the plaintiff, giving her a right to compensation under the 
Act. Pearson, J., held that the instrument of 19th March, 
1958, was a reversionary lease which by virtue of s. 65 (3) 
of the Act had effect only subject to the defendant’s continuing 
tenancy. Accordingly, the defendant was the plaintiff's 
sub-tenant and the plaintiff was entitled to recover the rent 
claimed. The defendant appealed. 

PEARCE, L.J., said that Pearson, J., took a short cut in 
the matter by saying that the reversionary lease of 19th March, 
1958, did not come within the terms of s. 28 of the Act of 
1954. His lordship would be inclined to think that the judge 
was right in the conclusion at which he arrived; but the 
matter was obviously one of difficulty. There was however a 
further difficulty which was quite fatal to the defendant. 
On the authority of Cornish v. Brook Green Laundry, Lid. 
[1959] 1 Q.B. 394, which was binding on the court, R was 
not the landlord under s. 28 of the Act and therefore the 
defendant could not bring the reversionary lease under s. 28 
even if it did not come under s. 65 (3). To find out who “ the 
landlord " was one had to refer to s. 44. In his lordship’s view, 
“the landlord’ for the purpose of s. 28 could not be 
distinguished as a different person from “‘ the landlord ” for 
the purposes of ss. 26 and 30 of the Act. It was not open to 
the court to hold that that decision was wrong. The appeal 
failed and must be dismissed. 

SELLERS and Devin, L.JJ., agreed. 

Appeal dismissed. Leave to appeal, the plaintiff to have 
costs in any event below and in the Court of Appeal. 

APPEARANCES: Neil Lawson, Q0.C., and John Wilmers 
(Layton & Co.); C. L. Hawser, Q.C., and Charles Lawson 
(Tringhams). 


[Reported by A. H. Bray, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


CONTRACT: PENALTY CLAUSE : 


POLICY 
Alder v. Moore 
Sellers and Devlin, L.JJ., and Slade, J. 
18th November, 1960 
Appeal from Paull, J. 


By a policy of insurance taken out on behalf of their members 
by the Association Football Players’ and Trainers’ Union with 
Lloyd’s, it was provided that if a member of the union, who 
was registered as a player, sustained permanent total disable- 
ment he would be paid £500. The defendant, a professional 
footballer and a member of the union, received an injury 
in the course of a match which caused damage to his right eye. 
The defendant was certified as totally disabled, and the 
underwriters paid him the agreed sum, having first obtained 
from him a declaration pursuant to the terms of the policy 
as follows: “ In consideration of the above payment I hereby 
declare and agree that I will take no part as a playing member 
of any form of professional football in the future and that in 
the event of infringement of this condition I will be subject 
to a penalty of the amount stated above.”’ Within four 
months of receiving the money, and without any improvement 
to his eye, the defendant began to play professional football 
again. The underwriters claimed the return of the £500. The 
defendant contended that the payment claimed was a penalty. 


SELLERS, L.J., said that the underwriters had chosen to 
call the payment they wished to recover a “ penalty.” Why 
they did so was not clear, but while they ran a risk of being 
taken at their word the law looked at the substance of the 
matter and not at the words used, whether “ penalty ’’’ or 
“ liquidated damages.” This was to be regarded as a repay- 
ment of a sum in circumstances which were entirely 
equitable. It was in no way an imposition of a fine or penal 
payment, and if it had to be made to fall under one head or the 
other, it was to be regarded as a payment by way of damages 
for breach of an undertaking which was not unfair or 
unconscionable and therefore not a penalty. The under- 
writers’ loss was £500, for that was the sum they paid on the 
basis of an incapacity which, if the facts could have been 
foreseen, did not exist, and they made provision for that 
possibility concurrently with the payment. 

Devin, L.J., dissenting, said that he was satisfied that the 
underwriters’ intention was to exact a penalty in order to 
restrict claims. 


INSURANCE 


SLADE, J., delivered a judgment concurring with Sellers, L.J. 
Appeal allowed. Judgment for the plaintiffs for £500. 
APPEARANCES: Anthony Cripps, Q.C., and Edward Grayson 
(William Charles Crocker); David Hunter (Vizard, Oldham, 
Crowder & Cash, for Wild, Hewitson & Shaw, Cambridge). 
(Reported by J. D. Penwincrox, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) 


DUTY OF DRIVER AT CROSSROADS 
Williams and Another v. Fullerton and Another 
Ormerod, Devlin and Danckwerts, L.] J. 
13th March, 1961 
Appeal from Havers, J. 


The plaintiffs were passengers in a car driven by the 
deceased husband of the first defendant, when it collided with 
a car driven by the second defendant at the junction of 
Hemingford Road and Richmond Avenue, N.1, at about 
10.50 p.m., on 10th September, 1958. Havers, J., found that 
both defendants were negligent and assessed the responsibility 
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When testators ask your advice... 


Please remember 
St. Dunstan’s 


For your convenience a specimen form of bequest is appended : 


“I GIVE to St. Dunstan’s, the Organisation for men 
and women biinded.on war service, whose headquarters are 
at 191, Marylebone Road, London, for its general purposes 
the sum of £ Sree of duty, the receipt of the 
Honorary Treasurer or the Secretary for the time being of 
St. Dunstan’s to be a good discharge for the same.” 


St. Dunstan’s continues to rely 
entirely on voluntary funds and has not been taken 
over under the National Health Service. 
For further particulars write to 


THE LORD FRASER OF LONSDALE (Chairman) 
St. Dunstan’s, 1 South Audley Street, London, W.1 





St. Dunstan's ts registered in accordance with the National Assistance Act 1948 








WILLETT 


Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents 


REQUIRE FOR CLIENTS 
(throughout Great Britain) 


(a) SITES for SHOPS, OFFICES and 
RESIDENTIAL developments 


(b) INVESTMENTS Shops, Offices, Blocks of 
Flats and Housing Estates, etc. 


THE WILLETT BUILDING, SLOANE SQUARE, S.W.1 
SLOane 8141 
and at Kensington and Hove, Sussex 














Specialists in 
international Removals 
and the dispersal 

of chattels to and from 
all parts of the world 


Executors and Trustees are invited to enquire about our com- 
plete service of collection, packing, shipment and insurance. 


Established 1876 


PITT & SCOTT LTD., 1-5 st. paurs Churchyard, London, £04 
CITy 6474 (6 lines) and at Paris, New York, Liverpool, Glasgow, etc. 








A New Series of Practice Aids for 
Lawyers for Publication Early in April 


CURRENT LAW 
PRACTICE GUIDES 


The object of this new series of Practice Guides is 
to provide the practitioner with reliable specialist books 
at a modest price. They deal in exhaustive detail with 
subjects of current interest and of limited scope. 


1. ENFORCEMENT OF 
PLANNING CONTROL 


This Practice Guide provides a comprehensive treatment 
of the essentials of a valid and effective enforcement 
notice. In it will be found a full discussion of the many 
decided cases and of the several points on which the 
law is still uncertain. 


The powers of the Minister or of the Magistrates’ Court 
on appeal are fully dealt with, as are the powers of the 
local planning authority to enforce the requirements of ' 
an enforcement notice and the courses open to a land- 
owner in resisting such enforcement. The important 
new system of licensing control of caravan sites is 
thoroughly covered. 


The book also contains precedents of enforcement 
notices, and of a form of appeal against an enforcement 
notice, and of a form of application for a caravan site 
licence. 


H. J. J. Brown, LL.M., Solicitor. 
17s. 6d. net (1s. postage) 


2. LANDS TRIBUNAL 
PRACTICE AND 
PROCEDURE AND GUIDE 
TO COSTS 


The number of cases coming before the Lands Tribunal 
increases every year, and this type of work now forms a 
considerable part of many practices. To counsel, 
solicitors and surveyors involved in these cases this 
practical guide will be invaluable. 


It explains very fully the working of the Lands Tribunal 
Rules and states with all necessary detail the general 
practice of the Tribunal in regard to appeals, references 
and applications. It also contains a complete guide to 
costs on both the High Court and County Court scales. 
The Appendices include the relevant Acts and Orders. 


R. F. C. Roach, 0.3.E. 
25s. net (1s. postage) 


SWEET & MAXWELL 


11 NEW FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C.4 
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CITY OF LONDON 
BRIGHTWELL & . samtmats 29 Ludgate Hill, 
Tel, CiTy 1962/67! 
CH. HAMBERLA! N -y “WILLOWS, 23 Moorgate and 

$8 Coleman Street, E.C.2. Tel. METropolitan 800! 
10 lines). 

INHAM, TEWSON & CHINNOCKS, 8 Telegraph 
Street, Moorgate, E.C.2. Tel. Monarch 5962 (Private 
branch exchange). 

DOUGLAS YOUNG & CO., |2 Coleman Street, E.C.2. 
Est. 1868. Tel. MON 9378 and at Clapham, $.W.9. 

DRON & WRIGHT, !7 Coleman Street, Moorgate, 
€.C.2. Tel. MONarch 6946 (PBX). 

FULLER, HORSEY, SONS & CASSELL. Surveyors, 
Valuers and Auctioneers of Industrial Premises, Planc 
and Machi 10 Lloyds Avenue, E.C.3. ROY 486! 


Established 1607. 
GOOCH & WAGSTAFF, Chartered Surveyors, 3 & 4 


ae err E.C.2. Tel. Metropolitan 
HICK TON & PHILLIPS, Specialists in Valuation of 
and Silver for probate or purchase, 90 Cheapside, 
.C.2. METropolitan 844). 

HORNE & CO. (Founded 1795), Chartered Surveyors, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate — 9 lronmonger 
Lane, E.C.2. METropolitan 8105 (3 

KING & CO., Chartered Surveyors, eames Valuers and 
an, 71 Bishopsgate, E.C2. Tel a. LONon Wail 720! 
Vd. = See also North London. 

MARK LIELL & SON, Chartered Surveyors, 9-13 Crutched 
Friars, E.C.3. Telephone ROYal 5454. And East 


London. 

MATTHEWS & GOODMAN, Chartered Surveyors, 
35 Bucklersbury, E.C.4. Tel CiTy 5627. 

MOORE, C. C. & T., Chartered Surveyors, !3 Lime 
Screet, E.C.3 (Established 1820). Teli MAN 0335/7. 

RICHARD ELLIS & SON, Chartered Surveyors, 1/65 
Fenchurch Street, E.C.3. Est. 1773. Tel. MiNcing 


Lane 4272. 
oF, Bo pete SON & STANLEY, Chartered Surveyors, 
49 Leadenhall Street, E.C.3. Est. 1830. Tel. AVEnue 


oss. 
— & HARDING & FINDLAY, 13/14 Union Court, 
Old Broad Street, E.C.2. Tel. LONdon Wall 707!. 
HAROLD WILLIAMS & PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors, 
‘aluers, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Temple Chambers, Temple Avenue, E.C.4. Tel. Ludgate 
Circus 9288. And at 80 High Street, Croydon. Tel. 
Croydon 193). 


NORTH LONDON 
ALFRED SLINN & CO. (Est. 1889). Muswell Hill Broadway, 
N.10, Tel. TUD 0091 (5 lines). 
BARBER x.) Nee F.A.L.P.A., 26 Stoke Newington 
Road, Tel. CLissoid 2143/4. 
BATTY My STEVENS, 269 Archway Road, Highgate, N.6. 
Tel. MOU 34245. Also at Muswell Hill, Finchley and 


Barnet, Herts. 

KING & CO., Chartered Surveyors, 725 Green Lanes, N.2!. 
Tel. LABurnum {137 (4 lines). See also City of London. 

}. MAUNDER TAYLOR, Chartered Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent. 1318 High Road, N.20. 
Tel. HilLiside 2377/7217. 

NEWBON & SHEPHARD, Auctioneers, Surveyors and 
Estate Agents, 274/5 Upper Street, Islington, N.!. 
Tel. CANonbury 1800. 

& SEYMOUR, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 
ts, £.. Stoke Newington Road, N./6. Tel. 


E.C.4, 


Cc 
H. PUTT & SONS, Chartered Surveyors, 580 Green Lanes, 
London, N.8. Tel. STA 3750. Valuations for Probate 
lsory Acquisition. Urban Estate Managers. 
TIVENDALE, Chartered Surveyors, 
How High Road, Whetstone, N.20. Hil 3331/2 and at 
gate, N.6. and Muswell Hill, N.10, 
Wal D, SAUNDERS & CO., 298/299 Upper Street, 
Islington, N.1. Tel. Can 2487/8/9. 
NORTH-EAST LONDON 
H. EDELMAN & CO., F.A.1., Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, Surveyors, Valuers, {72 Clapton 
Common, E. 5. STA 0036. 
WM. STEVENS & SON, 5 Dalston Lane, E.8. Auctioneers 
Surveyors. Est. 1869. Tel. Clissold 1802. Also 
at Brondesbury, N.VW.6, and Edgware. 


NORTH-WEST LONDON 
ANDREWS, PHILIP & CO., F.R.LCS., Chartered 
Su rs, 275 Willesden Lane, N.W.2. Tel. Willesden 


Barnes, East Sheen and Roehampton.—RODNEY 
SCOTT & CO. (F. G. Porter, F.A.1.), 121 Church Road, 
Barnes, S.W.13. RIV 3416/7183. And East Sheen. 

Clapham Junction, Tooting, Southfields. 

—RAYNERS ae Rayner, LP... F.Vi, FRVA 
L. S. E. Pegler, A. 5., AAL), 305 Lavender Hill, 

Ww. tl. Tel GATcorsen 8686. Four Offices 

and Sidcup.—DYER SON a. "CREASEY 
Chartered Surveyors, 22 Tranquil Vale, $.£.3, and 
111 Station Road, Sidcup. 

Brentford (for West London and West Middiesex).— 
LINNEY, MATTHEWS & CO. (C. A. Naylor, F.A.L., 
FA.LP.A., F.V.1.), Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
ee. 112 High Street, Brentford. Tel. 

5277/8. 


__. LONDON 





NORTH-WEST LONDON (contineed) 


ANSCOMBE & RINGLAND, G. B. Slater, W. Andrews, 
j}. G. Slater; Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, 8 Wellington Road, N.W.8. Tel. PRI 7116. 

BENNETT & CO., Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, 
167 Cricklewood Broadway, N.W. 2. Tel. GLAdstone 


oy and Valuers, 


90 
T. B. WESTACOTT & SONS, Surveyors, Valuers and 
(ucstgneere, 74 Camden Road, N.W.!. Tel. GULIiver 
1/2. 


SOUTH-EAST LONDON 

a & DANNATT (Est. 

S. Jackson, F.R.1. 
F R. LC.S., FAL, 
GREenwich 0593/0560. 

EASTMAN “yo «Estate Agents & Valuers, 280 Kirkdale, 
S.E.26. Tel SYD 6601. 

FURLONG (H. » & SONS, Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
i | Woolwich New Road, bs Sone S.E.18. 
Tel. 1467/8. And at Eltham, S.E.9, and 

HUMPHREYS, SKITT & CO. (Est. 1793), OSG Grosnwteh 
High Road, $.E.10. GRE 1102/3. 

LANG. ROBERT }., LTD. (R. D. Lang, F. BCS. F.A.l., 
}. H. Peroux, F.A.L.P.A.), Auctioneers and . 
8 Thomas Street, Woolwich, S.E.18. Woe a 9. 
| Central Parade, Catford, S.£.6. HIT 6367/8. 

NOYS & HOWES, F.A.L.P.A., 4 Sydenham ot SE 26, 
and 137 Anerley Road, 5.£.20. Tel. Syd. 5173, 6293, 
and 4742. 

— Chartered Surveyors, 189/191 Stanstead 

d, Forest Hill, S.£.23. Tel. FOR 1133/6. 

victor W. HINDWOOD & co., Auctioneers and 
Surveyors, 37 Chariton Church Lane, S.E.7. Tel. 
GREenwich 1144/5/6. Blackheath Village, $.E.3. Tel. 
LEE 3747. And Branches. 


SOUTH-WEST LONDON 
ACLAND & CO., Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers. 
Rents collected. 193 New King’s Road, S.W.6. Tel. 
REN. 1368/9 & 2317. Also at Richmond, wy (q.v.). 
ANLEY & CO., Auctioneres and Surveyors, 853 Fulham 
Road, S.W.6. REN 2383/5. 
GEORGE BELBIN & CO., Chartered Surveyo 
Valuers, | Knightsbridge Green, S.W.1. Tel. Ki eiighes: 
bridge 8846/8. 

CALLOW & CO. =. 1845), | Leigham Court Road, 
Streatham, S.W.16. Tel. STR 0185/6 & STR $252. 
EDWIN EVANS & SONS (Est. 1880), Chartered ereavess, 
Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 251 & 253 
Lavender Hill, Clapham junction, $.W.!1. Tel. 
BAT OOS! (4 lines). And at Morden, Surrey. Tel. 


MIT ‘ 

FINCH & CO., F.R.LCS., F.A.L, 187 Kingston Road, 
Wimbledon. Tel. LIB 3345. And Clapham, S.W.4. 
JOHN FOORD & CO., 56 Victoria Street, $.W.1. Tel. 

2 industrial Valuers, Buildings, Plant & 


Ww. HALLETT & CO. (Est. 1869), Surveyors, Valuers and 
Estate Managers (L. J. Nixon, A.R.I.C.S., Chartered 
—— or, A. R. Nixon, A.AL.P.A.), 6 Royal Parade, 

ardens, Richmond. Wy RiChmond 1034 and 5950. 
¢. NERNEST MANEY, FAL, | Cavendish Parade, 
South Side, Clapham, SWi4. ail 4414. 

RAYNERS, Property Managers, 30 Upper Richmond Road, 
Putney, $.W.15. Tel. "VANdyke 1000/3 1166/4242. 

TAYLOR, A. W., & CO., Chartered Surveyors, —— 
emg oP and Estate 


1e96), 366. High 
Road, $.W.16 (FRCS, FAI) Tel. breacom ag 


and 4788. 

WILLIAM WILLETT ESTATE AGENTS LTD., Sloane 
Square, S.W.1. Tel. Sloane 8141. And at 146 Gloucester 
Road, $.W.7. Tel. Frobisher 2238. 

YORK & JONES, Office & Business Premises Specialists, 
11 Palmer Street, S.W.1. Tel. ABB 1181/4. 


EAST LONDON 

ANSTEYS (Est. 1878), Chartered Surveyors, or? 
and Valuers, 51! Barking Road, Plaistow, £.13. Tel. 
Grangewood 0308. 

H. }. BLISS & SONS (Est. 1816), 162/4 Bethnal Green Road, 
E.2. Tel. BIS 4818/9. 

BROWN & EWIN, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 218 East India Dock Road, E.14. Tel East 3872. 


- LONDON SUBURBS 


EAST LONDON (continued) 


CLARKSON & PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors and 
Estate ts, 223 East india Dock Road, E.14. Tel. 
EASt 1897/8. And 23 Billiter Street, £.C.3. Tel. 
ROYal 1006/7. 

MOORE, C. C. & T., Chartered Surveyors, 33 Mile End 

E.1. ae Office, 13 Lime Street, E.C.3. Tel. 


Road 
MAN 0335 
— u SKHART te a Surveyors 
an tate " years. (S. S. Lockhart 
Cae A.RA.C.S., A.ALL, R.A. Lang, 
.R.S.H.), 230/232 Whitechapel Road, E./. 


F.A.L.P.A., 
ARICS., 
BiShopsgate 7378 and at 95 Park Lane, W 


WEST-CENTRAL LONDON 


BAILEY & WOODBRIDGE, 9 Great Russell Street. W.C.!. 
a Phe ne 2624. Estate Agents, Surveyors. 


Specialists. 

BROWETT. * TAYLOR & CO., Chartered Surveyors, 
3 and 4 Lincoln's Inn Fields, W.C.2. Tel. CHA 8275. 
BUCKLAND & SONS, 4 Bloomsbury Square, W.C.!. 
Tel. HOL 0013/4. Also at Windsor, Slough and 


Reading. 

SAVILL, Airrep & SONS, Chartered Surveyors, Land and 
Estate Agents, Valuers and Auctioneers, 5!a Lincoln's 
inn Fields, W.C.2. Tel. HOLborn 8741/9. Also at 
Wea Guildford, Norwich, Wimborne and 
Pie 
. A. SHAW & PARTNERS (Est. 1899). Surveyors and 
wie bemy 19 and 20 Bow Street, W.C.2. Tel. COV 2255. 


WEST END LONDON 
eg og SONS & NICHOLSON—H. C. H. Beecroft, 
. F.RALCS., FAL, Valuers, Surveyors 
” 32a Weymouth Street, W.!. Tel. 
AN 672 Sn —, 

DOUGLAS & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate hy yp Valuers. 20 Brook Street, W.i. Tel. 
MAY fair and 3404. 

DOUGLAS YOUNG & CO., 
HYD 6441 and at E.C.2. 
DRIVERS, JONAS & CO., Chartered Surveyors, Land 

Agents and 7 Charles ti Street, Sc. James's 

Square, S.W. |. Tel. TRAfalgar 4744. 

& HAYWARD, |i5 Baker Street, W.!. 


” DAW (incorporating Arthur F. 
Surveyors, Valuers and Town Planning 
James's Square, S.W.!. Tel. 


Estate Offices, 5 Grafton Street, 
Bond Street, “Tel. HYDe Park 4685. 
ae ihe & CO., Estate Agents, Auctioneers, 
Surv and Valuers, 23 Albion Street, Hyde Park, W.2. 
PERRY et BELL, i House, 175 Regent Street, W.!. 
Tel.: REGent 3333 (4 lines). Surveyors, Valuers, Estate 
Agents and Auctioneers. 


WEST LONDON 


ALLEN & NORRIS, LTD., Estate Agents, Valuers and 
Surveyors, 190 Fulham’ Palace Road, W.64. Tel. 
Ful 7817/8/9. 

ATHAWES, SON & CO., F.A.j. (Est. 1871), Chartered 
Auctioneers & Estate nts, Valuers, Surveyors and 
Estate Acton, W.3. (ACOrn 0056/7/8.) 

BEALE & CAI Chartered Auctioneers, Surveyors, 

Valuers, 126 Ladbroke Grove, W.10. Tel. PAR 3671. 

CHESTERTON a SONS, Chartered Surveyors, 

Auctioneers and Es cate Agents, 116 Kensington High 
Street, W.8. Tel. Westere 1234. 

COLE, Hacks & CHILVERS, Surveyors, etc., Helena 
Coats Broadway, Ealing, W.5. Tel. 


1 Dover Street, W.!. Tel. 


Eal 40 ri 
COOKES 3 & BURRELL, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate ts, Surveyors and Valuers, West Kensington, 
W.14. Tel. FULham 7665/6. 
FARNHAM & COIGLEY, Chartered Surveyors and Estate 
ts, 9 Kensington Church Street, W.8. Tel. 
tern 0042. 
FLOOD wi SONS, Chartered Auctioneers Estate 
Agen an 3 Pepenceres Grove. W.2. Tel. BAY 0603. 
TIPBING” & CO., Surveyors, Estate Agents and Valuers, 
56 Queenswa w2. Ma BAY 6686 (4 - 

GEO. WESTON, F ee . Estate Agents, 
Valuers, Surveyors, aw) Sutherland Avenue, Paddington, 
W.9. Tel. Cun Cun 7217 (5 lines). 





Chiswick and Bedford a GREENWOOD 
& CO., 386 High Road, H. Norman Harding, F.R.1.C.S., 
FAL, Ernest j. Griffen, F.A.l., G. S. Bradley, F.A.l., 
Est. 1873. Tel. Chiswick 7022/3/4. 

Ealing, Ealing Common and erg em yn & < 
F.A\., Chartered Auctioneers and te Agents, ad 
Ealing Common Station, W.5. Tel. Aco 5006 (3 lines). 

East Ham.—HAMLETTS’ (LEWIS HAMLETT, 
F.R.A.C.S ), 764 Barking Road, Plaistow, E.13, Surveyors 
_ Estate Agents. Est. Lg e... Se a 7 

East Sheen, Barnes 
MELVILLE (John A. Knowlton PRLCS, 233 Upar 
Richmond Road West, 

PROspect 1021/2/3. 


(Continued on p. xix) 


Ed; . T. NEAL, F.RLC.S., FAL, 39 Station 
Road. Tel. EDG 0123/4. 

Finchiey.—E. C. LLOYD, 336 Regents Park Road, N.3. 
Tel Finchley 6246/7. 

Finchley and Barnet.—SPARROW & SON, Auctioneers, 
Su and Valuers 315, Ballards Lane, N.12. 
Est. 1074. Tel. HiL 5252/3. 

Hammersmith—MORTON & WATERS, 3/0 King 
Street. Valuations, Survey. Estates Managed. Tel. 
Riverside 1080 and 4567. 

Surveyor, Chartered 
Tel. js 
North Harrow and Moor Park, Northwood 
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of the first and second defendants for the accident at 75 per 
cent. and 25 per cent. respectively. The second defendant 
appealed. 

ORMEROD, L.J., said that the second defendant was 
proceeding on the major road at a reasonable speed, and when 
he came to the crossing he looked right and left but saw 
nothing. He did not, as indicated by the Highway Code, 
look right again. The deceased man was driving on the 
minor road, controlled by:a “‘ Slow Major Road Ahead” 
sign, and there was no doubt that he was negligent in crossing 
the major road at between 30 and 60 m.p.h., and in not 
paying any attention to the sign. The submission for the 
appellant was that there was no duty on one approaching a 
crossing to look out for vehicles in side roads travelling at 
an excessive speed, even though excessive speed was the 
commonest form of negligence. The judge had found that 
the second defendant was not keeping as good a look out 
as he should have done, and that, had he kept a proper look 
yut, the accident might have been avoided. It was impossible 
to disturb that finding, and the conclusion that the second 
defendant was also negligent. 

DEVLIN 
judgments. 


and DANCKWERTS, 
Appeal dismissed. 
\PPEARANCES : Michael Lee (Stevensons) ; Patrick Bennett 
(Hewitt, Woollacott & Chown); Michael Eastham (Kingsley, 
Napley & Co.). 


[Reported by Norman Primost, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) 


L.JJ., 


delivered concurring 


JUDGMENT CREDITOR: DISCRETION OF COURT 
TO MAKE GARNISHEE ORDER: INTERESTS OF 
OTHER CREDITORS 


* Hudson’s Concrete Products, Ltd. v. D. B. Evans 
(Bilston), Ltd., and Another 


Willmer and Donovan, L.JJ. 14th March, 1961 
Interlocutory appeal. 


On 14th December, 1960, judgment creditors obtained 
judgment for {501 18s. 7d. and costs against the judgment 
debtors. The writ was issued on 9th November, 1960, for 
goods supplied in October. The judgment debtors had 
got into financial difficulties, a meeting of creditors was held 
in November, 1960, and a circular sent out in that month 
met with a favourable response from creditors. The judgment 
creditors obtained a garnishee order nisi on 20th December, 
1960, attaching all debts owing or accruing from the 
garnishees, a bank, to the judgment debtors to answer the 
judgment. On 16th January, 1961, the judgment debtors 
took out an originating summons under s. 206 of the Companies 
Act, 1948, for the sanction by the court of a proposed scheme 
of arrangement and on the same day a petition for the winding 
up of the company was filed by a creditor for £117. On the 
following day, 17th January, 1961, the garnishee order was 
made absolute by the Cardiff District Registrar. The 
judgment debtors appealed. 


WiLLMER, L.J., said that the garnishee order would give 


the judgment creditors precedence over other creditors. The 
events of 16th January, 1961, were put before the district 
registrar, though they were too late to be recorded in an 
affidavit. The making of a garnishee order was a matter 
for the discretion of the court : see R.S.C., Ord. 45, r.1. In 
the exercise of that discretion the district registrar had to pay 
regard to the provisions of the Companies Act, 1948, including 
ss. 226, 228, 229 and 325. On the other side there was the 
prima facie right of a judgment creditor to pursue his 
remedy. The principle in this class of case was dealt with in 
Bowkett v. Fuller’s United Electric Works, Ltd. {1923) 1 K.B. 
160. It would be wrong to allow these creditors, even though 
they were judgment creditors, to gain an advantage over other 
creditors. The garnishee order might have the effect of 
wrecking the scheme of arrangement because it gave the 
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judgment creditors priority over other creditors. The district 
registrar did not exercise his discretion judicially and his 
lordship would allow the appeal. 


Donovan, L.J., said that it was quite clear from the 
evidence that the judgment creditors feared for their debt. 
They feared that they might only get a dividend on their 
debt and not the whole debt. The move was a bit hard on 
other and larger creditors who were ready to stay then 
hands for a little while in the general interests of all. The 
making of a garnishee order was a discretionary matter and 
it would be a wrong exercise of that discretion when the 
effect would be to prefer one creditor to the general body of 
creditors. His lordship would allow the appeal. Appeal 
allowed with costs in the Court of Appeal and before the 
district registrar. 

APPEARANCES: Philip Goodenday (Nicholson, Graham & 
Jones, for Price, Atkins & Price, Birmingham); John Hall 
(Cunliffe & Mossman, for Yorath, Tudor & Taylor, Cardiff). 

[Reported by A. H. Bray, Esq., barrister-at-Law 


Chancery Division 


RECTIFICATION OF SETTLEMENTS TO AVOID 
ESTATE DUTY NOT ALLOWED 
*Duncan and Others v. Royal Trust Co., Ltd., and Others 


Plowman, J. 15th March, 1961 


Action. 

On 6th May, 1940, a settlor executed two settlements in 
precisely the same form, one for the benefit of her elder 
daughter, Mrs. Y, and her family and one for the benefit of 
her younger daughter, Mrs. H, and her family. In the introduc- 
tions to the settlements the settlor was said to be thereinafter 
referred to as “the settlor.’’ Clause 2 provided that the 
trustees should during the life of the settlor apply the income 
of the fund for the benefit of the daughter, “ her husband, 
her issue, her sister and her mother.’’ Clause 3 provided 
that if the daughter had no issue who attained a vested 
interest then the income was, during the lifetime of the 
settlor, to be applied for the benefit of the other daughter 
and ‘“‘ her husband, her issue and her mother.’ Clause 5 gave 
the daughter the power to revoke in certain circumstances 
the discretionary trusts in favour of “ herself, her husband, 
her sister and her mother.” The settlements were drafted 
by the settlor’s solicitor, who was then aged eighty, and he 
died before the proceedings commenced. No _ specific 
instructions were contained in the preliminary correspondence 
to the solicitor about saving estate duty on the settled funds 
in the event of the settlor’s death, but it was agreed that that 
was one of the objects of the scheme. In an action by the 
settlor, her daughters and their husbands to rectify the 
settlements by striking out the words ‘‘ and her mother ”’ in 
the places in which they appeared, it was the plaintiffs’ case 
that the settlor did not intend that she should be in any way 
interested in the settled property. The settlor gave evidence 
on commission but owing to her advanced age and state of 
health the court did not attach weight to it. 


PLOWMAN, J., said that in such cases the burden of proof 
on the plaintiffs was very heavy, and in the case of a voluntary 
settlement it was even heavier. It was not a case of estab- 
lishing a case on the balance of probabilities but of “ strong, 
irrefragable evidence’’ as Lord Thurloe saidas long ago as 
1784. The plaintiffs had to prove that in drafting these 
settlements the solicitor had gone beyond the settlor’s 
instructions and her intention in inserting ‘‘ and her mother.” 
The evidence fell far short of proving that these words were 
inserted against her instructions and her intention. The 
drafts had been submitted to the settlor containing these 
words and she had approved them and executed them. A 
mistake on the settlor’s part as to the effect of the settlements 
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would not avail her if she had meant to execute them with the 
offending words in them. The action failed 

and Michael Fox 
, and FE. I. Goulding 


APPEARANCES Peter Foster, O- 
(Bischoff & Co.); H. E. Francis, O4 
(Farrer & Co.). 


Keport i Puttippa Paice, Barrister at-Law 


EDUCATION : FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH 
SCHOOL ATTENDANCE ORDER: JURISDICTION 
OF CHANCERY DIVISION 
In re Baker (Infants) 

Pennycuick, J. 15th March, 1961 

Adjourned summons. 

The mother of three children of was twice 
convicted and fined by justices for failure to comply with 
school attendance orders under s. 37 of the Education Act, 
1944. Her appeal against the first conviction was dismissed 
by quarter sessions in 1958, and against the second by the 
Divisional Court in February, 1960, but she persisted in her 
refusal to comply with the orders. The local education 
authority took out a summons asking that the children be 
made wards of court and that the court should give directions 
as to their education. The argument was heard in chambers 
but the hearing was adjourned into open court for judgment. 


schor i age 


PENNYCUICK, ]., said that the mother was not causing her 
children to receive an efficient full-time education within the 
meaning of s. 35 of the Act of 1944. It was clear that the 
Act had by necessary implication restricted the inherent 
jurisdiction of the Sovereign to the extent that the court 
could not give any direction at variance with the Act. The 
Act, by placing outside the jurisdiction of the court the 
decision whether a child was to receive education in accordance 
with the order, had equally put it outside the jurisdiction of 
the court to the order. He had derived much 
assistance from In re M {1961} 2 W.L.R. 350; p. 153, ante. 
The court could only act within its jurisdiction, which could 
not be stretched to meet the this case, 
and to do so woul He would 
to be wards of court and 


entorce 


circumstances of 


1 be a dangerous precedent. 
direct that the children should ceas 
he would make no order as to their education. 


Pritchard & Co. 


, 


APPEARANCES: A. C. Sparrow (Sharpe, 
for F. P. Boyce, Norwich) ; Arthur Bagnall (Piesse & Sons, 
for Russell Steward, Stevens & Hipwell, Norwich); T. A. C. 
Burgess (Field, Roscoe & Co., for Sadler, Lemmon & Gephin, 
King’s Lynn) 


Reported by Miss M. G. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law 


ESTATE DUTY: AGGREGATION: SETTLED 
PROPERTY: SMALL ESTATE 
Dunn and Another v. Inland Revenue Commissioners 
Wilberforce, J. 16th March, 1961 
Adjourned summons. 


By his will a testator left two-thirds of his estate on trust 
for his son for life and after his death to his son’s issue. The 
testator died in 1940. In 1956, the trustees of the will 
advanced a total of {2,626 0s. 2d. to the children of the 
tenant for life. The tenant for life died in December, 1956. 
aid, at the date of his death, the trust fund was of a value of 
£101,924 6s. 6d. and his free estate, for the purposes of estate 
duty, was {6,292 18s. 4d. The trustees issued a summons 
to determine whether the sums advanced, which were, by 
virtue of s. 43 of the Finance Act, 1940, deemed to be included 
in the property passing on the death of the tenant for life, 
should be aggregated with the free estate of the tenant for 
life or with the trust fund for the purposes of determining 
th: estate duty for which the trustees were liable on the death 
of the tenant for life. 
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WILBERFORCE, J., said that the sections to be considered 
were s. 43 of the Finance Act, 1940, and s. 33 of the Finance 
Act, 1954, which provided for the exemption from aggregation 
with settled property of property other than settled property 
of a value of iess than £10,000. Thinking first of the natural 
meaning of words, it would not be proper to describe the 
sums in question as settled property. They were property 
which had been taken out of the settlement and they were 
within the absolute disposition of the persons in whose hands 
they were. If the Crown was to succeed in establishing 
that they were to be treated as settled property it must do 
so on the construction of ss. 43 and 33. It did not seem to 
him that s. 43 required him to treat the sums in question as 
notional settled property for the purposes of estate duty. 
Reading s. 33 in its natural meaning, in particular paying 
attention to the words “ property comprised in a settlement ”’ 
in the definition of “ settled property " in s. 22 of the Finance 
Act, 1894, he was called upon to inquire what was the status 
of the property at the date when it was necessary to ascertain 
whether estate duty was payable, that was at the date of the 
relevant death. If it was not settled property at that date 
he was not obliged to attribute to it the character of settled 
property simply because it had at some time been settled. 
Declaration that the sums advanced formed part of the 
other property of the tenant for life for the purposes of s. 33. 


APPEARANCES: H. H. Monroe, Q.C., and R. Buchanan- 
Dunlop (Johnson Weatherall & Sturt, for Acton, Simpson & 
Hanson, Nottingham); E. Blanshard Stamp (Solicitor of 
Inland Revenue). 


{Reported by Miss V. A. Moxon, Barrister-at-Law] 


LIMITATION : CURRENT ACCOUNT : 
GENERALLY ON ACCOUNT 
In re Footman Bower & Co., Ltd. 
Buckley, J. 16th March, 1961 
Adjourned summons. 


PAYMENTS 


The applicant supplied goods to a company and the account 
between them was kept as a current account. The company 
from time to time made payments in multiples of {50 on 
account generally. On 1lith April, 1953, a receiver and 
manager of the company’s business was appointed. On 
23rd March, 1959, an order was made for the compulsory 
liquidation of the company. The amount owing by the 
company to the applicant on 23rd March, 1953, six years 
before the winding-up order, was {815 7s. 1d. and the amount 
of the indebtedness incurred by the company to the applicant 
between 23rd March, 1953, and the appointment of the 
receiver was {80 2s. 9d. During that period, six payments of 
£50 were made, the last being made on 10th July, 1953. The 
applicant lodged a proof of debt in the liquidation for a sum 
of £595 9s. 10d., being the sum owing by the company to the 
applicant immediately before the appointment of the receiver. 
The liquidator rejected the proof in respect of £515 7s. 1d. 
on the ground that the debt was statute-barred, and admitted 
the proof for the balance. The applicant appealed against 
the liquidator’s partial rejection of the proof. 


BUCKLEY, J., said that s. 23 (4) of the Limitation Act, 1939, 
provided that any payment in respect of a debt would make 
time start running afresh in respect of that debt. One must 
look at the intention of the debtor to see whether the payment 
was made in respect of the particular debt. A payment could, 
for the purpose of s. 23 (4), only acquire the characteristic of 
being made “in respect of” the debt by the act of the 
debtor. The rule in Clayton’s case (1816), 1 Mer. 572, applied 
to any current account and was applicable to the present 
case so that each new credit was treated as discharging the 
earliest outstanding debit. This did not affect the true nature 
of the debt. When there was an account running between the 
parties, by making a payment generally on account, the 
debtor made it on account of the whole of his indebtedness. 
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Harrow.—CORBETT ALTMAN & CO., F.R.I.C.S., F.A.L., 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered ‘Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, 40 Col Road, Harrow. Tel. 
Harrow 6222. Also Rating, pensation and Planning 
Surveyors. 

Harrow.—?P. N. DEWE & CO. (P. N. Dewe, F.A.L.P.A., 
}. Ferrari, F.RA.CS., FAL, M.R.San.1., J. hyo 
A.RA.C.S., A.M.1.Struct.E.), 42 College Road. Tel. 4288/90 
Associated offices at Hillingdon. Established 1925. 

Hendon and Colindale—HOWARD & MANNING 
(G. E. Manning, F.A.L.P.A., F.V.1.), Auctioneers, Sur- 
severe and Valuers, 218 The Broadway, West Hendon, 

N.W.9. Tel. Hendon 7686/8, and at Northwood Hills, 
Middx. Tel. Northwood 2215/6. 

Hendon.—DOUGLAS MARTIN & PARTNERS, LTD. 
—Douglas Martin, F.A.L.P.A., F.V.A.; Bernard Roach, 
F.A.L.P.A.; Jeffrey Lorenz, F.V.A.; John Sanders, 
F.V.A.: Alan Pritchard, A.V.A., Auctioneers, Surveyors, 
etc., Hendon Central Tube Station, N.W.4. Tel. 
HEN 6333. 

Hendon.—M. E. NEAL & SON, 102 Sa Street, N.W.4. 
Tel. Hendon 6123. Established 19 

iferd.—RANDALLS, Chartered  eeels and 
Auctioneers (established 1884), 67 Geameck Road. 
Tel. VALentine 6272 (10 lines). 


—HAROLD €E. LEVi & CO, FALPA,, 
wetioneers and Surveyors, 760 Lea Bridge Road, 
Leyton, E.17. Tel. Leytonstone 4423/4424. 
i and —R. CHEKE & CO., 252 High 
oad, E.10. Tel. Leytonstone 7733/4. 

—COMPTON GUY, Est. 1899, Auctioneers, 
ey and Valuers, 55 ream, we Road. Tel. 
Ley 1123. And at |! Cambridge , Wanstead. 

Tel. Wan 5148; 13 The Broadway, Woodford Green, 
Tel. Buc 0464. 
—PETTY, SON & ay vida FAL, 
hartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 682 High 
Road, Leytonstone, E.1!. Tel. LEY 1194/5, and at 
Wanstead and South Woodford. 

Mill Hill—COSWAY ESTATE OFFICES, 135/7 The 
Broadway, N.W.7. Tel. Mill Hill 2422/3422/2204. 
Norbury.—DOUGLAS GRAHAM & CO., Estate Agents, 
Property Managers, 1364 London Road, S.W.16. 
Tel. POL 1313/1690. And at Thornton Heath, Sutton 

and Piccadilly, W.1. 
i —QUINTON & CO., F.A.1., Surveyors, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Hd ee Richmond 
Road, S.W.15. Tel. Putney 6249/66 





BEDFORDSHIRE 


Bedford.—j. R. EVE & SON, 40 Mill Street, Chartered 
Surveyors, Land Agents, Auctioneers and Valuers. 
Tel. 67301/2. 

Bedford.—ROBINSON & HALL, ISA St. Paul's Square, 
Chartered Surveyors. Tel. 2201/2/3. 

Luton.—RICHARDSON & STILLMAN, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 30 ‘Alma Street, 
Tel. Luton 6492/3. 


oy Wantage and Didcot.—ADKIN, BELCHER 
EN, Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. Nos. Abingdon 1078/9. Wantage 48. Didcot 3197. 

Bracknell.—_HUNTON & SON. Est. 1870. Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Valuers. Tel. 23. 

County of TUPNELL & PARTNERS, Auc- 
tioneers, Valuers and Su we Sunninghill a ae 
1666), Windsor (Windsor 1) and and Strea we hc 

Didcot and eee. P. MESSE 
Chartered and Estate home a "ton. 
Broadway. i 2079. 

Faringdon.—HOBBS & CHAMBERS, Chartered Sur- 
veyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. Faringdon 2113. 

Maidenhead.—L. DUDLEY CLIFTON & SON, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 
32 Queen Street. Tel. 62 and 577 (4 lines). 


Maidenhead, Windsor and seal voeaoe 71. 
& =" Tel. Nos. Maidenhead 53, Windsor 73, 
Ascot 

Newbury.—DAY, SHERGOLD & HERBERT, F.A.l., 
Est. 1889. Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Market Place, Newbu fe Tel. Newbury 775. 

ar tg eee WATSON & BARTON. 

Chartered Auctioneers, Estate Agents and 
Tha ~~ Place. Tel. |. 

Newbury.—cC. G. FOWLIE, F.R.I.C.S., F.A.1., Chartered 
Surveyor, 16 Bartholomew Street. Tei. 761 lines). 

Newbu Hungerford.—A. W. NEATE & SONS. 
Est. wens Agricultural Valuers, Auctioneers, House 
and Estate Agents. Tel. Newbury 304 and 1620. 
Hungerford 8. 

Reading.—HASLAM & SON, Chartered Su 
Valuers, Friar Street, Chambers. Tel. 5427! 

Windsor and 
Street, Windsor. L 
Reading. Tel. 51370. Also at Slough and London, W.C 


BUCKINGHAMSHIRE 


Amersham and The Chalfonts.—SWANNELL & SLY, 
Hill Avenue, Amersham. Tel. 73. Valuers, Auctioneers, 


ete. 
mersham, Chesham and Great Missenden.— 
HOWARD, ered & fae wy Auctioneers, Surveyors, 
and Estate Oakfield Corner, Amersham (Tel. 
1430), and at oh 8097 and Great Missenden 2194. 
Aylesbury—PERCY BLACK & ©., Chartered 
Surveyors, Chartered 
am Market Square. Tel. 466! 
ylesbury.—W. BROWN & CO., 2 Church Street. 
Ave 4706/7. Urban and ractice. 
Beaconsfield.—HAMN) 


Surveyors, 

Estate Agents, 30 Hi 

ar. = Wycombe.—HU 
red Surveyors, —- 


Lrg 
ar Nash. 15 aa. 
MJONES COLA, Fee Bm cee By 2 


Be cucuss rang, Foe istchioy” 


Tel. 2201 


PROVINCIAL 


Seuth Norwood.—R. L. COURCIER, Estate » Nom. 
Surveyor, Valuer, 4 and 6 Station Road, $.£.25. Tel. 
LiVingstone 3737. 


Stanmore.—GLOVER of STANMORE, F.Vi., The 
Broadway (and at Station). Grimsdyke 224! S lines) 


Tottenham.—HILLYER & HILLYER (A. Murphy, F.A.l., 
F.V.A.), Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 
eo ge 270/2 West Green Road, N.15. Tel. 

3464 (3 lines). 


Walthamstow and Chingford.—EDWARD CULFF & 
CO., F.A.L.P.A., Auctioneers and Surveyors and Estate 
Agents, 92 St. ‘Mary Road, Walthamstow, E.17. Tel. 
COPpermill 3391. Specialists in Property Management. 


Wandsworth (Boro of), Battersea and S.W. 
Area.—MORETON RICHES, Surveyor, Auctioneer 
and Valuer, House and Estate Agent, 92 East Hill, 
Wandsworth, S.W.18. Tel. VANdyke 4166/4167. 


Wood Green—WOOD & LOACH, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 
723 Lordship Lane, N.22 (adjacent Eastern National 
Bus Station, close to Wood Green Tube Station). Tel. 
Bowes Park 1632. 





BUCKINGHAMSHIRE (continued) 


Princes Ri AMNETT, RAFFETY & CO.. 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered rs and 
Estate Agents, High Street. Tel. 744/5. 

Slow DWARD & CHARLES BOWYER, Sareeret 
Surveyors, 15 Curzon Street. Tel. Slough 20321/2. 
Si Pe mpeg ot & SONS, 26 Mackenzie St. Tel. 
21 Windsor, Reading and London, W.C.! 
Siough.—HOUSEMANES Estate and heey J Managers. 
Surveyors, Valuers, House, Land and Estate ts. 
wig > ae Insurance Brokers, 46 Windsor Road. 

Tel. Also at Ashford, Middlesex. 

Slough and Gerrards Cross.—GiIDDY & GIDDY. 

Tel. Nos. Slough 23379, Gerrards Cross 3987. 


CAMBRIDGESHIRE 
ating = 24 & SON. oes —_, at eesaneyee 
8 Benett Street. 


and Surveyors. 
Cambridge and County. oe WESTLEY ry HUFF Auction- 
eers, Surveyors and aaa, 10 Hills Road, Cambridge. 
Tel. ‘55665/6. 
CHESHIRE 


Altrincham.—STUART MURRAY & CO., Auctioneers, 
etc., 8 The Downs. Tel. 3 And at 


CORNWALL (continued) 


St. Austell and Looe.—LAMPSHIRE & NANCOLLAS, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. St. Austel 
3254/5. Looe 309. 

St. Austell, Lostwithiel and Liskeard.—ROWSE, 
JEFFERY & WATKINS, Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors 
and Estate Agents. St. Austell 3483/4. Lostwithiel 45! 
and 245. Liskeard 2400. 

Truro, Mid and West Cornwall.—R. G. MILLER & CO., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents. Established 
1934. R. G. Miller, F.V.A., A. |. Miller, A.AL., 6 King 
Street. (Phone Truro 2503.) 


DERBYSHIRE 


Derby.—ALLEN & FARQUHAR, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Derwent House, 39 Full Street. 
Tel. Derby 45645 (3 lines). 


DEVONSHIRE 


Axminster.—25-mile radius.—TAYLOR & CO., Auc- 
, tioneers, Valuers, Surveyors, Estate Agents. Tel. 3323/4. 
Somerset and West 





Birkenhead.—SMITH & SONS 1840), Auctioneers, 
Valuers, BIRKENHEAD (Tel. | Se: and at L . 
Birkenhead and Wirral.—jAMES HARLAND co., 
Chartered Auctioneers, Chartered Surveyors and Estate 
a 46 Church Road, Birkenhead. Tel. 1597 
lines 
Chester.— BERESFORD, — & SON. (Est. 1899.) 
Auctioneers, Valuers Surveyors, 22 Newgate 
Street. Tel. No. i 
Chester.—_BROWNS OF CHESTER, LTD., Auctioneers, 
Valuers and Estate Agents, 103 Foregate Street. 
Tel. Chester 21495/6. 
Chester.—HARPER, WEBB & CO. i W. H. 
Son), Chartered Surveyors, 35 White 
Tel. Chester 20685. 
Auctioneers, 
5 St. Werburgh Street. Tel. 
UIS TAYLOR & SONS, F.AL, 
AaSeanire ond See See 21 High 
Ww. } WHITTAKER & CO., Inco: 
Auctioneers, V: and Estate 
Cheshire. Tel. 241. 
Crewe—HENRY MANLEY & SONS, LTD., 
Auctioneers & Valuers, Crewe (Tel. 4301) & Branches. 
SS ee & CO. 
aluers, Estate ing Edward 
antwich, seorebotch. Winsford 
JOSEPH WRIGHT, Auctioneers, 
Agents, | Hospital Screet, Nantwich. Tel. 65410. 
a : a” woos 
Estate Agents, 
ata am tg One 000 & 5 SON (Est. 1938), Chartered 
Estate Agents, 69 Wellington 


Auctioneers, 
Road South. Te STO 2123. 


pce yn 
County of Cornwall.— IN JULIAN & CO., LTD. 
Established 1836. bee eb Estate 
Offices at Newquay, Truro, 
L & HAMLEY, F. 


of 1—R 
ra J. HAMLEY, F.A.1., A. W. Russell, F.A.1.), 31 Town 
Bodmin. Tei. 346. 
. E. PRIOR, F.R.LC.S., F.A1., Chartered Sur- 
Auctioneer, 3 Market Street, Falmouth. 


= and 
Tel. 1224. 
id-Cornwall.—S. A. WILSON, F.V.1., Sc. Austell. 
Tel. 743 (day and night). Valuer, Business and House 


Penzance, St. ives, West Cornwall and Isies of 
Scilly —W. H. CANE & SON, F.A.L.P.A., The Estate 
Offices, Morrab Road, Penzance. Tel. Penzance 2286/7. 

Redruth.—A. PEARSE JENKIN & PARTNERS. Est. 1760. 
Auctioneers, Surveyors and Valuers, Alma Place. 

(Continued on p. xx) 


, East Devon, 

Dorset Districts.—R. & C. SNELL, Chartered Auc- 
tioneers, Estate Agents, Valuers and Surveyors, 
Axminster (Devon), Chard (Somerset) and Bridport 
(Dorset). 


ae ra ON and WN. Devon.—BRIGHTON GAY, 
F.A.L.P.A., Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, Joy Screet, 
Barnstaple. Tel. 4/31. 


Barnstaple and N. Devon.—j. GORDON VICK, 
F.RACS., FAL, Chartered Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer. Tel. 4388. 

Bideford and North Devon.—R. BLACKMORE & SONS, 
aie pee oe ay Sellar Yer Tel. 1133/1134. 

Bideford and North Devon.—A. C. HOOPER & CO., 
Estate Agents and Valuers. Tel. 708. 

Brixham and Torbay.—FRED PARKES, F.A.L.P.A., 
eS ge Auctioneer and Valuer, 15 Bolton Street. 


Devon and Exeter—GUY MICHELMORE & CO. 
Norwich Union House, Exeter. Tel. 76464/5. 
E KEARD, 


ket xeter and S.W. emmtasie 
GREEN & MICHELMORE, ee Agents, Auctioneers, 
ota Yaar and Valuers, 82 Queen Street, Exeter. 

4072 (2 lines). 
neha Rg & CO., Incorporated 
ay yy =~ Valuers and Surveyors. 
Est. 1884. ae spare 3 lines). 

iMfracombe.—VW. C CHINGS & CO., incorporated 
Estate Agents. Est. 1887 


F.AL., ' and 
1857. 5S Regent Street, Teignmouth 
Torquay and South Devon.—WAYCOTTS, Chartered 
7 he y and Estate Agents, 5 Fleet Street, Torquay. 
‘el. 4333/ 


DORSETSHIRE 


a, Parkstone, Broadstone.—RUMSEY & oie 
Office, ti! Old Christchurch Road. 
Soosiiemmen 21212. 14 Branch Offices in Hants as 
Dorset and Channel Islands. 
West . TAYLOR & WHITFIELD 
25 East Street, Bridport. Tel. 2929. 
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DURHAM 


Oarlington.— JAMES PRATT & SONS, F.V.1., Auctioneers, 
Valuers and Estate Agents, 40a High Row. Tel. 68789 
(2 lines). 

Darlington.—SANDERSOGN, TOWNEND & GILBERT 
Chartered Surveyors, 92 Bondgate. 


EAST ANGLIA 


Norfolk-Suffolk.—-THOS. WM. GAZE & SON, Crown 
Street Diss. (290/291). Est. a Century. Chartered, 
Auctioneers, Agricvitural, Property and Chattel Valuers. 


ESSEX 


Meir. Hadleigh and South-East Essex.—JOHN S. 

LLOYO & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents. Head Office: Estate House, Hadleigh, Essex. 
Tel. 58523 and 59174 

Brentwood and Mid-Essex—-HOWARD'S & CO. 
(BRENTWOOD), LTD., Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 
— 143 High Street, Brentwood. Tel. Brentwood 
4 


Cheimsford, Billericay, Braintree and Maidon.— 

TAYLOR & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 

ents, Surveyors and Valuers, 17 Duke Street, Tel. 

561 (5 lines), Billericay Tel. 112/585, Braintree Tel. 
1564/2, Maidon Tel. 88/888. 

Chelmsford and Wickford.—R. COOPER HIRST, 
F.RACS., F.AJ., Chartered Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 12 Duke Street, 
Chelmsford (Tel. 4534) and Market Road, Wickford 


(Tel. 3058). 

Chelmsford and Witham.—BALCH & BALCH, 
Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers and Valuers, 
3. Tindal ware, Chelmsford. Tel. 51551; and 
Witham Tel. 338!. 

.—DONALD COTTAGE, EAVES & CO., 
(Chas. W. Eaves, F.A.\., F.A.L.P.A.), 67/69 Station Road, 
Clacton-on-Sea. Tel. 857/8. And at Holland-on-Sea. 
Tel. 3270. 

Colchester and District.—C. M. STANFORD & SON 
(Partners and Senior Personnel fully qualified members 
of Professioal Insticutes), 23 High Street, Colchester, 
Tel. 3165 (4 lines). 

and W.E. Essex.—H. G. HUGHES & CO 
(G. R. Copsey, A.V.1.) Auctioneers, omnes Agents and 
Valuers, 29 Chapel Street. Tel. 2519 

H ch.—HAYWARD & CO., Surveyors, Valuers 
and Estate ‘eo 163 High Street. Tel. 46635/6. 

Word.—S. A. HULL & CO., F.Al. (Incorporating 
ASHMOLES, a 1864), Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, 16 Clements Road. Tel. ILFord 4366/7, 
and at Cranbrook Road, Gantshilil. Tel. Valentine 


9525. 

Leigh-on-Sea.—GORDON LANE & BUTLER, Auction- 
eers and Surveyors, 125 Rectory Grove. Tel. 78340 
Leigh-on-Sea.—HAIR (FREDK. G.) & SON, Auctioneers 

ae Surveyors, 1528 London Road. Tel. 78666/7. 

Leigh-on-Sea, Rayleigh and Country Districts.— 
HAROLD W. PINCHBECK, Chartered Surveyor and 
Valuer (Pinchbeck, Chapman & Co.), 80 Rectory Grove, 
Leigh-on-Sea (75002) and High Street, Rayleigh. Tel. 24. 

Maldon.—TAYLOR & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents. 9 London Road. Tel, 88/888. 

Romford and District.—-R. CHEKE & CO., 18 North 
Street, Hornchurch, Essex. Hornchurch 8688 and 
branches. 

Romford, Upminster and  District.—HILBERY 
CHAPLIN & CO., Chartered Auctioneers, Estate 
Agents and Surveyors, 135 South Street, Romford 
(Tel. Romford 45004) and 42 Station Road, Upminster 
(Tel. Upminster 2866). 

Southend-on-Sea and S.E. Essex.—TAYLOR, SON & 
DAVIS, Auctioneers and Surveyors, 37 Victoria Avenue 
Tel. Southend 41201 (3 lines). And at Westcliff-on-Sea 
and Leigh-on-Sea. 

Southend, Westcliff and Country Districts.— 
H. V. & G. SORRELL, Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, 40 Clarence Street, Southend 
Tel. Southend 4225. And at High Street, Rayleigh. 

nd, Westcliff and South East Essex.—TALBOT 
& WHITE, Chartered Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Established 1885. 34 Clarence Street, 
Southend-on-Sea. Tel. Southend 48137/8, and 29 and 
31 Hamlet Court Road, Westcliff-on-Sea. Tel. 
Southend 4782! /2 

Woodford.—MAKK LIELL & SON, Chartered Surveyors, 
9 High Road, Woodford Green. Tel. Buckhurst 0181. 
and East Ham 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE 


Bath and District and Surrounding Counties.— 
COWARD, JAMES & CO.., incorporating FORTT, HATT 
& BILLINGS (Est. (903), Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, Special Probate Department, New Bond 
Street Chambers, !4 New Bond Street, Bath. Tel 
Bath 3150, 3584, 4268 and 6/360. 

Bristel.—cC. |. HOLE & SONS (Est. 1867), 70 Park Row, 
Bristol, |. Auctioneers, etc. Tel. 24324 (4 lines) 

Bristol.—LALONDE, BROS & PARHAM (Est. 1848), 
64 Queens Road. Tel. 2773! (8 lines). And at Weston- 


E. PRITCHARD & CO, (Est. 1785), 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors 
and Valuers, 82 Queens Road, Bristol, 8. Tel. 24334 
(3 lines). 
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Bristol, Somerset and GI jeucester--ALDER, STANLEY 
& PRICE (Established I91t), 

7 St. Stephen's Street, Bristol, |. Tel. 2501" A. ae 4 

Perkins, F.RACS., FAA, P.P.LS.A.L.PLA B. 

Kislingbury, F.R.1.C.S., F.AL., A. E. Sutor, CALPA, 

W. H. Mapley, A.R.1.C.S., A. R. V.A., F.ALP.A., Auction 

ow! Pa Offices, 94 Whiteladies Road, Clifton and 
leid. 

Bristol and the West of England.—j. P. STURGE & 
SONS (Established 1760), Surveyors, Land Agents and 
Auctioneers, 24 Berkeley Square, Bristol,8. Telephone: 
2669! (5 lines). 

Cheltenham.—G. H. BAYLEY & SONS, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers, 27 Promenade. 
Tel. 2102. Established in Cheltenham over a century 

Cheltenham.—VIRGIN & RICHARDS, LTD., F.V.I. 
incorporated Valuers and Estate Agents, 3 Clarence 
Parade. Tel. 56351. 

Cheitenham.—YOUNG & GILLING (). T. Walford, 
ARLCS., A. W. Allard, F.A.L.P. Auctioneers, 
Surveyors and Valuers. Established over a century 
3 Crescent Terrace, Cheltenham. Tels. 2129 and 2433. 

Cirencester HOBBS & CHAMBERS, Chartered 
Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. Cirencester 62/63. 

Gloucester.—SANDOE & SONS, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Valuers, 4/5 Market Parade. 





HAMPSHIRE 


Aldershot, Farnborough, Fleet, Hartley Wintney, 
Alresford and Winchester.—ALFRED PEARSON 
& SON (established 1900), Valuers, 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 

136 Victoria Road, Aldershot Tel. Aldershot 17); 
Clock House, Farnborough (Tel. "Sten I—2 lines): 
Fleet Road, Fleet (Tel. Fleet ye ag 

High St., Hartley Wintney (Tel. Ha: oe 233): 
25 West Street, Alresford (Tel. Air lord 274): 
Walcote Chambers, High Street, Winchester 
(Tel. Winchester 3388—2 lines). 

Aldershot and Sw and Hants Borders.— 
KINGHAM & KINGHAM, Auctioneers, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors and Valuers, Bank House, Grosvenor Road, 
Aldershot. Tel. 23353 

Alresford. CUBITT & WEST. Tel. 335. Valuers, 
Surveyors, Estate Agents. 

Alton.—EGGAR & CO.., incorporating Curtis & Watson, 
Surveyors, Auctioneers, Land & Estate Agents, Ackender 
House. Tel. 2401/2. And at Farnham, Surrey, and 
Basingstoke. 

Andover.—F. ELLEN & SON, Land Agents, Auctioneers, 
Valuers and Surveyors. London Street. Tel. 3444 
(2 lines). Established 1845. 

Basingstoke.—BATESON & NICHOLAS, Auctioneers, 
Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 2 Queens Parade 
(next G.P.O.), New Street. Tel. 566. 

Basingstoke.—EGGAR & CO., incorporating Curtis & 
Watson, Surveyors, Auctioneers, Land & Estate Agents, 
36 Winchester Street. Tel. 2255/6. And at Farnham, 
Surrey and Alton. 

Basingstoke.—SIMMONS & SONS, Pancvare, Valuers, 
Estate Agents and Auctioneers. Tel. 199. 

Bournemouth.—FOX & SONS, Surveyors, Valuers 
and Auctioneers, 44/52 Old Christchurch Road. 
Tel. Bournemouth 6300 (10 lines). Branch Offices in 
all Bournemouth districts and at Parkstone, nen omg 
New Milton, Southampton, Brighton and Worthin 

Bournemouth.—RUMSEY RUMSEY. Head 
Itt Old Christchurch Road. Tel. Bournemouth 21212, 
eS Branch Offices in Hants and Dorset and the Channel 
Islands. 

Fieet.—H. |. POULTER & SON, Estate A; — Surveyors 
and Valuers. Central Estate Offices. 

Gosport.—LAWSON & CO., F.V.L., —— nts, 
Valuers, etc. 9 Brockhurst Road. Tel. 83303 (2 lines) 

Gosport.—t. S. VAIL, F.R.L.C.S., Chartered Surveyor. 
79 High Screet. Tel. 8732. 

Havant, Cosham, Portsmouth, Hayling Island.— 
WHITEHEAD & WHITEHEAD, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, 5 West Screet, Havant. (Tel. 1244/5.) 
82 High Street, Cosham. (Tel. 76427/8.) Elim Grove, 
Hayling Island. (Tel. 77131 and 77148.) 

Lymington and Milford-o ere jACKMAN AND 
MASTERS (Est. 1886). Auctioneers, Valuers, etc. 
Tel. Lymington 3292/3. 

Lymington and New Forest.—HEWITT & CO., 
FAL, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
coeverere and Valuers. High Street. Tel. Lymington 

/4, 

New Milton and <<: ° ¢ Yenetieneadd & CO. 
FAL. New Milton. Tel. 4 

Petersfield.—CUBITT & WEST. Tel. 213. Valuers, 
Surveyors, Estate 7. 

Portsmouth.—P. . LUDLOW, Angerstein Road, 
North End. Tel. 61441/2. 

Southampton.—PRING & CO., F.A.1., 40 The Avenue. 
Tel. 22171/2. 

Southampton and New Forest.—DRIVERS, JONAS 
& CO. (Est. 1725), incorporating Waller & King, 
Chartered Surveyors, Land Agents, Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents. 17 Cumberland Place, Southampton. 
Tel. Southampton 24545. 

Winchester.—SAVAGE & WELLER, Surveyors, 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 25 St. Thomas 
Street, Winchester. Tel. Winchester 2531. 


(Continued on p. xxi) 


Surveyors, 


HEREFORDSHIRE 


Hereford.—GREENLANDS, LTD., Auctioneers, Estate 
Agents, Valuers. Church Street. Tel. 2366 (4 lines). 


HERTFORDSHIRE 


All W. Herts, S. Bucks.—(Messrs.) Jj. GIBSON 
CRACKNELL, Surveyors and Valuers, Est. 1897. 
59 Whippendell Road, Watford. Tel. 29205. 

Berkhamsted and Hemel Hempstead.—R. |. 
AITCHISON, F.A.L, M.R.San.!. 

unt, Cuffley, Waltham Cross and District.— 
ROBERT TIDEY & SON, Waltham Cross. Tel. 22964. 

Hertford.—NORRIS & DUVALL, F.R.LCS. FALL, 
106 Fore Street, Tel. 2249. 

Hitchin.—}. R. EVE & SON, 5 Bancroft. Surveyors, Land 
Agents, Auctioneers and Valuers. Tel. 2168. 

N. Herts and S. Beds.—W. & H. PEACOCK, Chartered 
Surveyors. ig Street, Baldock, Herts. Tel. 2/85. 

Rickmansworth, horleywood. —SWANNELL & SLY, 
53 High Street, Rickmansworth. Tel. 314I. Valuers 
Auctioneers, etc. 

Tring, Hemel Hempstead and Berkhamsted.— 
W. BROWN & CO., Urban and Agricultural practice. 
Head Office: 4! High Street, Tring. Tel. 2235/6. 


ISLE OF WIGHT 


Bembridge, Cowes, repeater, Newport, Ryde, 

Sh Seaview, Ventnor and 

Yarmouth. —SIR FRANCIS PITTIS & SON, Chartered 
Surveyors and Chartered Auctioneers. 

Cowes, Newport and all Districts.—A. E. & S. C. 
WADHAM. F.A.L.P.A. (Est. 1860), Cowes. Tel. 114! 
(2 lines). 

Newport, Ryde, Fretreier, Sandown, Bembridge 
—WAY, RIDDETT & CO 





KENT 


Ashford.—GEERING & COLYER, Auctioneers, Surveyors 
and Estate Agents, Bank Chambers, Ashford, and at 
Hawkhurst and Tunbridge Wells, Kent; Rye, 
Wadhurst and Heathfield, Sussex. 

Ashford, Sandwich and East Kent.—J/OHN HOGBIN 
& SON, Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers, Land and 
Estate Agents. Tel. Ashford 449; Sandwich 3/63. 

Beckenham.—CHRISTOPHER 8. CURTIS, M™.B.E., 
Surveyor and Valuer, 257a Croydon Road. Tel. 
BECkenham 1000. 

Beckenham.—jJOLLYE & WOOD, 4 The Broadway, 
Croydon Road. Tel. Beckenham | 430. 

Bexleyheath.—ARTHUR KENT & CO., LTD., Surveyors 
Valuers and Estate mts. 124/6 Broadway, Tel. 1244/5. 

Bromley.—WATERER & DICKINS, Chartered Survey- 
ors, Chavtaeet Auctioneers & Estate Agents, Valuers, 
133 High Street, Bromiley, Kent. Telephone RAVens- 
bourne 0147/8. 

Canterbury.—F. R. W. BERRY, Auctioneer and Estate 
Agent, 37 St. Margaret's Street. Tel. Canterbury 
5268/9. 

Canterbury.—FARQUHARSON & MILLARD, F.R.I.C.S., 

A.l., 80 tle Street, Canterbury. Tel. 4861/2 

East Kent—WORSFOLD & HAYWARD, offices at 
3 Market Square, Dover; !1 Queen Street, Deal ; 
4 St. Margaret’s Street, Canterbury ; and 12 Preston 
Street, Faversham. Established 1835. 

Folkestone.—GEO. MILNE & CO., Auctioneers and 
Valuers, 107 Sandgate Road. Tel. 3619. 

Folkestone.—TEMPLE, BARTON, LTD., F.A.L.P.A., 
69 Sandgate Road. Tel. 2258/9. 

Folkestone and District.—BANKS & SON (P. R. Bean, 
F.R.LC.S., F.A.L.), Chartered Surveyors, Chartered 
Auctioneers, etc., 6 Bouverie Square, Folkestone. Tel. 
4509/3559. 

Folkestone and District.—SMITH-WOOLLEY & CO., 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Land Agents, Valuers, 
Estate Agents, Manor Office. Tel. 51201/2. 

Gravese and Dartford.—PORTER, PUTT AND 
FLETCHER, F.A.l., Incorporating DANN & LUCAS, 
Tel. Gravesend 388 and Dartford 3326. 

Grav District.—WINNETT, Auctioneers, 
Estate ents and Valuers, 155 Milton Road. Tel. 


Grav. 5 

Herne Bay.—E. IGGULDEN & SONS (B. Smith, 
A.R..C.S., A.A.l., L. Pilcher), Surveyors, Valuers and 
Auctioneers, 128 High Street. Tel. 619/620. 

i = itwood, Romney Marsh and District.— 

Ww. SUTLER: 6 86 High Street, Hythe. Tel. 66608. 

Maidstone end District. —COUCHMAN & SON 
Chartered Su rs, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 42 King Street. Tels. 2558 and 2591. 

Maidstone and Mid-Kent.—EVENS & MATTA, AA.l., 
M.R.S.H., 70 King Street, Maidstone. Tel. 51283. 

Margate.—-CLARKE & CRITTENDEN, F.A.L.P.A., 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Offices: Cliftonville and 


Let naewneg ™ 
ORY ‘Coy ‘ood and West Kent.—MULLOCK 
& GOWER A (A. F. Mullock, }.P., F.A.L.P.A., 
wer, F.A.1.) 161 High Street. Tel. Orp. 25681/2. 
Kind Station § ware, Petts Wood. Tel. Orp. 23444. 
Rumsgate.—LESLIE HOGBIN, F.R.I.CS., Chartered 
Surveyor, Auctioneer, Valuer and Estate Agent, 
50 Queen Street. Tel. Thanet 53222/3 


when replying to Advertisements 
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Such a payment constituted a payment “in respect of” the 
balance of the account for the purposes of s. 23 (4). Con- 
sequently, on the occasion of each of the payments time 
started to run afresh in respect of the balance then left 
outstanding and the liquidator was wrong in rejecting any 
part of the applicant’s proof. Direction that the proof be 
admitted in full. 


APPEARANCES : Muir Hunter (Matthew Trackman, Lifton & 
Cunnington) ; Lloyd Stott (M. L. Spector). 


{Reported by Miss V. A. Moxon, Barrister-at-Law] 


Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division 


FOREIGN DIVORCE DECREE: PROCEEDINGS 
FRAUDULENTLY CONCEALED FROM SPOUSE 
Ormerod v. Pittman (formerly Ormerod) and Pittman 
Marshall, J. 13th March, 1961 


Petition for a declaration of nullity and dissolution of 
marriage. 

The spouses were married in September, 1948, in England. 
The husband was a domiciled Englishman. By a decree 
entered on 19th January, 1953, the Superior Court of Thomas 
County, in the State of Georgia, U.S.A., granted to the wife, 
who was then resident in Georgia, a decree of “‘ total divorce, 
upon legal principles.”” On 18th December, 1955, the wife 
went through a ceremony of marriage with the co-respondent 
in Georgia, and thereafter cohabited with him in Maryland. 
By a petition dated 23rd April, 1960, the husband sought a 
declaration that the decree made by the court in Georgia 
was a nullity, on the ground that the wife fraudulently 
prevented notice of the proceedings being served upon him, 
and, in the exercise of the court’s discretion in respect of his 
own adultery, dissolution of the marriage on the ground of the 
wife’s adultery with the co-respondent. The suit was 
undefended. Expert evidence established (1) that in Georgia, 
as an alternative to personal service of divorce proceedings, 
service may, with the leave of the court, be effected upon a 
non-resident respondent by publication of notice of the 
proceedings in a specified newspaper and the sending of a 
copy of that newspaper to the respondent ; (2) that although 
the decree granted to the wife on 19th January, 1953, would 
be accepted by the courts of the State of Georgia as prima facie 
evidence of a valid divorce, if the wife fraudulently gave a 
wrong address to the court for the purposes of service by 
publication upon the husband, with the result that such 
publication was not effected, the decree would be voidable. 
The clerk of the Superior Court of Thomas County, Georgia, 
certified that on 6th September, 1952, he sent a copy of a 
newspaper containing notice of the proceedings to the 
husband, addressed to “ Crosby Blundell Sands, Lancashire,”’ 
but that it was subsequently returned, unclaimed. 


MARSHALL, J., said that it was clear on the evidence that 
in the proceedings taken by the wife in Georgia, when the 
question of service of those proceedings upon the husband 
arose, she knew very well a number of methods by which he 
could be communicated with. She must have given, however, 
probably on oath, an address with which the husband had no 
connection, in order to deceive the court in Georgia. The 
result was that the husband had no notice of the proceedings 
at the material time. The decree granted to her would 
accordingly be treated as a nullity in English law, following 
MacAlpine v. MacAlpine [1958] P. 35. The husband would 
therefore be granted a declaration to that effect and, in the 
exercise of the court’s discretion, a decree nisi of divorce, 
on the ground of the wife’s adultery with the co-respondent. 
Order accordingly. 

APPEARANCES : Joseph Jackson (Maliz, Mitchell & Co., for 
Whittingham, Glass & Morrison, Manchester). 

[Reported by D. R. Exzison, Esq., Barrister-at-Law} 
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DIVORCE: SETTLEMENT OF GUILTY WIFE'S 
PROPERTY: WIFE DOMICILED AND RESIDENT 
ABROAD: JURISDICTION 
Hunter v. Hunter and Waddington 
Scarman, J. 15th March, 1961 


A husband who had obtained a decree absolute of divorce 
against his wife on the ground of her adultery applied under 
s. 24 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950, for an order settling 
the wife’s property for the benefit of the two children of the 
marriage. The wife having re-married, and being domiciled 
and resident in Kenya, entered an appearance under protest, 
contending that the court had no jurisdiction to make the 
order applied for. 

SCARMAN;’ J., said that it was submitted that lack of 
English domicile on the part of the wife necessarily entailed 
lack of jurisdiction. That, however, was altogether too 
sweeping a proposition. The true principle was that, where a 
wife was neither domiciled nor resident in England, the court 
might nevertheless exercise its jurisdiction to order a settle- 
ment if the property to be settled was within the jurisdiction, 
so that it might be the subject of an effectual order. Here, 
the property of the wife which was suggested for settlement 
was within the jurisdiction of the court. Moreover, if the 
court ordered a settlement of that property, and the wife 
refused to execute such settlement, it could, without resort 
to attachment and without infringement of the authority 
of the courts of Kenya, give effect to its order by exercising its 
powers under s. 47 of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
(Consolidation) Act, 1925. That section enabled the court, 
in a case where a person neglected or refused to execute a 
settlement ordered, to nominate another person to execute it. 
The wife would be ordered to execute a settlement of certain 
specified parts of her property in England upon trusts for 
the benefit of the children. Order accordingly. 

APPEARANCES : Douglas Lowe (Ralph Bond & Rutherford) , 
R. L. Bayne-Powell (Gibson & Weldon). 


{Reported by D. R. Extison, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) 


Court of Criminal Appeal 
OVERLAPPING SENTENCES OF PREVENTIVE 


DETENTION: VALIDITY 
R. v. Lake 
Lord Parker, C.J., Winn and Widgery, JJ. 
6th February, 1961 

Appeal against sentence. 

The defendant, while serving a sentence of eight years’ 
preventive detention, absconded from prison and broke into 
a house, where she committed larceny. For these offences 
the defendant was sentenced to ten years’ preventive detention 
consecutive to the previous sentence. She appealed against 
this sentence. 

Lorp PARKER, C.J., said that the question was whether 
it was proper in a case of this sort to make the sentence of 
preventive detention consecutive to the previous period of 
preventive detention. The court could see nothing wrong 
in law in doing so, but care should be taken to see that the 
appellant was not, in effect, punished twice, first, by a sentence 
of preventive detention, and, secondly, by a forfeiture of the 
period which he or she would have spent on licence. The 
better practice was to make the sentence of preventive 
detention date from conviction, in which case it would 
absorb, as it were, the unexpired portion of any previous 
sentence of preventive detention. The proper course in the 
present case was to make the sentence of ten years’ preventive 
detention date from conviction. Appeal allowed. 

APPEARANCES : Peter Perrins (Registrar, Court of Criminal 


Appeal). 


[Reported by J. D. Penwnincrox, Esq., Barrister-at-Law}| 
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Restrictive Practices Court 
INJUNCTION: POWERS OF COURT: 
BY RECORDED DELIVERY 

Wholesale 


SERVICE 


In re Confectioners’ Alliance 
(No. 2) 


- a Stanford Cooper and Mr. W 


8th March, 1961 


Agreement 


Russell, | L. Heywood 


Application. 

The registrar applied for a formal order declaring the 
restrictions in the Wholesale Confectioner’s Alliance Agreement 
set out in the judgment of the court given on 9th December, 
1960 (104 Soi. J. 1094), contrary to the public interest, and 
for orders under 23 (3) and (4) of the Restrictive Trade 
Practices Act, 1956. The draft order put forward by the 
registrar (a) restrained “ the Alliance, the members, the local 
associations and the represented parties ’’ from giving effect 
to or enforcing the agreement in respect of any of those 
restrictions and from making any other agreement to the like 
effect in respect of the restrictions; and (b) restrained the 
Alliance, the members and the local association from making 
any recommendation as to the action to be taken by the 
represented parties ‘‘ in respect of the prices at which goods 
are to be acquired or the prices at which goods are to be 
supplied by the represented parties.’’ The respondents 
contended that order (a) should be limited to the actual 
wholesalers themselves on the ground that the Alliance was not 
a party to the agreement but only the ultimate represented 
parties, and also on the ground that it could not be described 
as carrying on business within s. 6 (1) of the Act, and objected 
to order (6) on the ground that any order under s. 20 (4) must 
be limited to restraining the making of recommendations that 
persons should comply with the actual restrictions condemned 
by the court and restrictions only 


and those 
RUSSELL, 


} 
}., said that, as to 


order (a), the point was 
academic because the real parties 


to the agreement could be 
dealt with under s. 20 (3) and the association under subs. (4) ; 
nor was it necessary to restrain an association from enforcing 
restrictions because obviously, if it was not allowed to make 
recommendations, it could not take steps to enforce them. 
But the court inclined to think that the represented 
parties alone should be referred to, and also that the Alliance 
did not carry on business in the United Kingdom in the 
sense in which that phrase was used in the context of the 
Act. As to order (6), s. 20 (4) applied to any restriction 
accepted under a term implied by virtue of s. 6 (7), and, 
reading back to s. 6 (7), the term implied was one by which 
each member agreed to comply with the recommendations 
and “any subsequent recommendations.” The powers of 
the court, therefore, not limited to the actual and 
precise restrictions condemned in the particular judgment, 
but extended more widely. How widely it was not necessary 
to consider since it had been agreed by the Alliance that if 
their argument was not fully accepted the proper order should 
restrain the making of any recommendation “ as in the said 
restrictions or to the like effect Che registrar was prepared 


Was 


were 


to accept that such a limitation was proper and appropriate, 


and the order of the 
with that addition 


court would be in the registrar’s form 
The court also considered that, as the 


“ The Solicitors 


Friday, 


Journal 
March 24, 1961 


order was an injunction, it was not desirable that the matter 
should be dealt with by newspaper advertisement, and directed 
service by posting copies of the order by recorded delivery 
service to each wholesaler; if inquiries showed that that 
service would be less useful for the registrar’s purposes than 
registered post, an informal application could be made. 
Order accordingly. 

APPEARANCES: Neville Faulks, O.C., and Arthur Bagnall 
(Treasury Solicitor); Guy Aldous, Q.C., and Bryan Clauson 
(Stafford, Clark & Co.). 


(Reported by Miss J. F. Lams Barrister-at-Law 


RESTRICTIVE PRACTICE: CEMENT MAKERS’ 
AGREEMENT: WHETHER JUSTIFIABLE 
In re Cement Makers’ Federation’s Agreement 
Diplock, J., Mr. W. L. Heywood, Mr. W. 
and Sir Gilbert Flemming 
16th March, 1961 


G. Campbell 


Reference. 

The agreement between the members of the Cement Makers’ 
Federation provided for a common price scheme and common 
marketing arrangements. The fixed price was made up of a 
“base price,” being the price paid for deliveries ex works, 
and a distance price, which increased by specified amounts 
as deliveries were made farther away from the works, but 
the distance price increases became progressively less the 
farther deliveries were made from the works. 

DipLock, J., reading the judgment of the court, said that 
the price structure was such that the makers were induced to 
sell to customers nearest to their works, and the scheme thereby 
avoided the uneconomical use of transport. Cement being a 
heavy material, the cost of transport formed a high proportion 
of its total cost. The industry had operated efficiently, and 
had adopted a policy of modest profits and reasonable prices. 
It was an expanding industry, and cement was and would 
probably remain a sellers’ market. In such conditions the 
price level would be that at which there was sufficient return 
to attract capital for investment in new works. Under 
competition the makers would require and obtain a greater 
return on their capital than the return they were at present 
obtaining, because of the greater risk. The difference was at 
least 5 per cent. on the capital employed, which meant an 
increase in the overall price of cement of at least 16s. 6d. per ton. 
Therefore in a free market the overall prices of cement would 
rise substantially. Accordingly the scheme had resulted, 
because of the security it gave to the makers, in substantially 
lower prices to the public and was in the public interest. 
There were however two restrictions in the scheme which 
could not be justified—they were the deferred rebates given 
to large users and the requirement that members could not 
enter into contracts of more than twelve months’ duration 
for the supply of cement except fer a specified job—and 
those two restrictions would be declared contrary to the 
public interest. Declarations accordingly. 

Appearances: H. A. P. Fisher, Q.C., R. J. Parker and 
R. C. Southwell (Sydney Morse & Co.) ; Sir Edward Milner 
Holland, Q.C., and Arthur Bagnall (Treasury Solicitor). 


[Reported by Norman Primost, Esq., Barrister-at-Law 


Societies 


The 
INCORPORATED LAw SOcIETY 
Bank Street, Brad! on 8th Mar 
were elected president Mr vice-presidents 
(senior) Mr Pickles, LL.B ’ Mr. R. W..7 
Vint, M.A. (Oxor int ecret Mr. C. P. Pickles, 
eo & Mr. Rk. W. 7 int. M.A xo il m 


eighty ith ual nerai ting ¢ the BRADFORD 
Bradford Club, 


following officers 


and embers 


(for one year): Mr. T. A. Last, LL.B. (the retiring 
(for three years): Mr. H. B. Connell, Mr. R. W. Firth, M.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.), Mr. G. H. Hall and Mr. B. Leather, LL.B. ; 
hon. auditors ; Mr. G. V. Mackrell and Mr. W. E. B. Holroyd, LL.B. 

The retiring president, Mr. Last, appears to have created a 
local precedent in becoming engaged to be married during his year 


ot office. 


president) ; 
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REGISTER OF 
Auctioneers. Valuers, Surveyors, Land and Estate Agents 








KENT (continued) 


Ramsgate and District—-HOLNESS & OVENDEN, 
F.A.\., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Valuers and Surveyors. Estate House, 73 High Street, 
Ramsgate. Tel. Thanet a Established 1838. 

Sandwich and East Kent. “C. SOLLEY & CO. 
Offices : 50 King Street, Sandwich. Tel. 3227. 

Sevenoaks.—KEMP & THOMAS, oy ae Estate 
Agents and Valuers. {tla London Road (Tel. 29 

Tenterden and the Weald of Kent.—HATCH AND 
WATERMAN, F.A.1. (Est. —. Sartecet Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents. ente el, 33. 

Tonbridge and Districe NEVER SON, F.A.L, 146 High 
Street, Tonbridge. Tei. 3223. 

Tunbridge Wells.—DILNOTT STOKES, Chartered 
Surveyors and Auctioneers, {7 Mount Pleasant. 
Tel. 3000/1. 

Welling —WM. PORTER & CO., eve. 28 Falconwood 
Parade, The Green. Tel. Bex leyhea h 2977. 

Westgate-on-Sea.—BENEFIELD & CORNFORD, Town 
Hall Buildings. Thanet 31010. 


LANCASHIRE 


Blackpool and _ District.—AIREYS’, Chartered Auc- 
tioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers and Survey rs, 
18 Dickson Road, Blackpool. Tel. 22225/6. 

Blackpool and Fylde Coast.—}. ENTWISTLE & CO., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate nts, Station 
Chambers, 2 Dickson Road, Blackpool. Tel. 20093/4. 

Grange-over-Sands.—MICHAEL C. L. HODGSON, 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Tel. 2253. 

Liverpool.—BOULT, SON & MAPLES, 5 Cook Street. 
Tel. Central 994! (7 lines). And at West Kirby. 

Liverpool.—SMITH & SONS (Est. 7 Velenth, etc., 
6 North John Street, Central 9386. And at Birkenhead. 

Liverpool and ge gt RIMMER & SON, 
48 Castle Street, Liverpool, Tel. Central 3068. 
Chartered Surveyors, a 
Estate Agents. 

Liverpool and Wirral.—T. MARTIN Laon, F.AL., 
Valuer & Estate Agent, Coopers Buildings, Church 
Street, Liverpool, |. Tel. Royal 3373/4 3 Garston 
Old Road, Liverpool, 19. Tel. Garston 358. 

Manchester.—ALFRED H. GARDNER & SON, F.A1l., 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 56 Mosley 
Street. Tel. Central 8985/6. And at Cheadle Hulme. 

Manchester.—CLAYTON, — & CROWTHER, 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 76 Mosley 
Street, Manchester, 2. Tel. Cen. 4943/4. 

Manchester.—STUART MURRAY & CO., Auctioneers, 
etc., 64a Bridge Street. Tel. Blackfriars "S747. And at 
Altrincham. 

Manchester and Oldham.—LESLIE D. CLEGG 
MORGAN & CO., Chartered Surveyors, Specialists in 
Town Planning, Rating and Com Prudential 
Buildings, Union Street, Oldham. Tel. MAin (Oldham) 
6401/3. And at 65 Princess Street, Manchester,2. Tel. 
Central 7755. 

Preston.—E. j}. REED & SONS, F.A.l., Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 47 Fishergate. 
Tel. 3249. 

Rochdale.—ROSSALL, DALBY & PARKER, na, 
and Valuers, 5 Blackwater Street. Tel. 3677 

Rochdale and 
Chartered Auctioneers 
5 Baillie Street. Tel. 

Rochdale and District—SHEPHERD —_ & Se. 
Auctioneers, etc. The Hall, Street. 
Tel. 3826. 


Auctioneers and 


Agents, Valuers, 


LEICESTERSHIRE 


Leicester—DONALD BOYER, F.Al., Chartered 
Auctioneer & Estate Agent, te 
Insurance, Northampton Street. Tel. 21564 (and Rugby). 

Leicester and County.—RANDLE & ASPELL (F. E. j. 
Randle, F.V.1., C. G. Hale, FAL, AALP.A., G. 'H. 
Aspell, ARACS., FAL, M.R.San.1.), 74 Halford Street. 
Tel. 5137/8. 

Market Harborough.—HOLLOWAY, PRICE & CO., 
Est. 1809. Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers. 
Tel. 2411. 


LINCOLNSHIRE 


Grantham and a | & AMBLER 
Chartered Auctioneers Estate . 
Westminster Bank - Grantham, incs. 


Tel. 418 (2 lines). 
Scunthorpe MAN, a AND 
LONSDALE, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
survanes and pm | 72 Mary Street, Scunthorpe. 
1. 3803. Est. over 7! ston 
Spoidin —S, & G. KING’ F.A.L, Auctioneers, etc., 
Hall ¢ Chambers. Tel. 20/1. 


MIDDLESEX 
Edgware.— . NEAL, F.R.LCS., F.A.1., 39 Station 


Road. Tal. ba. 0123/4. 
Enfield and North London.—CAM PION & DICKINS, 
Surveyors, Valuers, etc., 28 Little Park Gardens, Enfield. 


Enfield 1224/5. 


MIDDLESEX (continued) 
Harrow.—CORBETT ALTMAN & CO., F.R.LC.S., F.AL., 


Harrow 6. 


Col 
Aloo | Rating, 
Surveyors. 


pensation and Planning 

Harrow.—£. BECKETT, F.A.l., Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 7 Seaton Harrow. 
Tel. Harrow 5216. And at Sud . Wembley, 
North Harrow and Moor Park, Northwood. 

Harrow.—P. N. DEWE & CO., See“ London Suburbs” 
Section. Established 1925. 

Harrow.—WARNER & CO. (T. A. Warner, F.A.L.P.A.), 
Surveys, Valuations, etc., Specialists in Urban Estate 
Management, 5! Station Road, North Harrow. Tel. 
Harrow 9636/7/8. 

Harrow.—G. |. HERSEY AND PARTNER, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Surveyors, 44 oad, Harrow, 
Middlesex. Telephone No.: Harrow 7484/7441 and at 
Prudential Chambers, Grey Friars, Leicester. Telephone 
No. Leicester 57077. 

istrict.—BARR & MEAD (C. Grainger, 
, 202 Northolt Road, S. Harrow. 


(Tel. Byron 1023 (5 lines)), and {5 Road Harrow 
(Tel. Harrow 5178 (3 lines)). Also at Ruislip and Pinner. 

ee & FIELD, LTD. (Lister S$. Camps, F.F.S., 
F.V.L, MR ey Grange Chambers, Uxbridge Road. 
Tel. Hayes 3691/2. 

Hounslow.—-ROPER, SON & CHAPMAN, Auctioneers, 
Surveyors, etc., 162 High Street. Tel. HOU 1184. 

Moor Park and Northwood.—£. BECKETT, F.A.l., 
Surveyor, Chartered Auctioneer fll Estate Agent, 
MOOR PARK ESTATE OFFICE, Moor Park Station, 
Northwood. Tel. Northwood (NH2) 4131. And at 
Harrow, North Harrow and Sudbury, 

Northwood.—GILBERT LUCK, F.A.L.P.A., Surveyors 
and Valuers, 58 Green Lane, Northwood. Tel. 
2352/3/4, and 11! Pinner Road, Northwood Hills. 

Northwood and Pinner.—SWANNELL & SLY, 
3 Maxwell Road, Northwood. Tel. 19. Valuers, 
Auctioneers, etc. 

Pinner and District.—BARR & MEAD (C. Grain 
F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.1.), 2 High Street, Pinner, PiNner 
7727 and 7800. Also at South Harrow, Harrow and 
Ruislip. 

Pinner (Hatch End).—BRODIE, MARSHALL & CO., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate _— 339 Uxbridge 
Road, Hatch End. Telephone Hatch End 2238 and 2239. 

Ruislip and District.—BARR & pen (C. Grainger, 
FA Lea, M.R.San1.), 108 High Street, Ruislip. 
Tel. Ruislip 2215 and 4583. Also at South Harrow, 
Harrow and Pinner. 

— ote and District—jJOHN MEACOCK 

123/125 High Street, Ruislip. Tel. Ruislip 
sore3ya, “And opposite the Church, Ickenham. 
Tel. Ruislip 5526 and 9824. 

Southall and Greenford.—AUSTIN FARR & CO., 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
a ts, 11 South Road, Southall. SOU 6555 (5 fines). 

The Broadway, Greenford. WAX 4642/4438. 
Orste. ro ae (Principal D. j. Westmore, 
Wembley Chartered Surveyors, Auc- 
tioneers and Volooet Bridge Road. Tel. "Arnold "1123/4. 

West Drayton and Y' wR. WHITLEY & CO., 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 40 Station 
Road. Tel. W. Drayton 2185. 


NORFOLK 


a. FRLCS., Chartered 
etc., 15 Church Screet. Tel. Cromer 2069. 
Norwich ALDRIDGE & PARTNERS, 22 Street. 


Surveyors and Tel. Norwich 28517/8. | 
Norwich.—C Nash & THURGAR, Est. 1848 


ee .. 


Estate 
LOWES, 
. M. Thurgar, yan R. F. Hill, FALPA., C. M. 
gar, AAA), 6 Tombland. Tel. 27261/2. 
Norwich.—}. E. TAYLOR, Auctioneer and Estate 
25 —- Tel. 26638. 
Norwich and East 
(}. L. Fielding, FRC. 
etc., | Upper Kin Stre 
est WN 


Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Place, King’s Lynn. Tel. King’s Lynn 3111/2. 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 
—— SONS & CO., 


Northampton and Daventry. 

LTD., Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 9 Fish 
Street, Northampton. Tel. 136. 33 

Daventry. Tel. 336. 

N 


geenenpese end Set ees SSN. F.AL., 
Chartered Auctioneers and Valuers. 
18 Castilian Street, iad, Tel. 3300/1. 
Established 85 


& DAKING. 
Estate 


Auctioneers, Valuers. 

16 Priestgate. Tel. 4261/2. Est. over 150 years. 
Peterborough and Counties.—-NORMAN 

WRIGHT & PAR S$, Surveyors, 26 Priestgate, 

Peterborough. Tel. 5695/6. 


(Continued on p. xxii) 


NORTHUMBERLAND 


ewcastie upon T ous the North. 
HINOMARSH, HEPPELL & BOURN (Est. 1862), 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors, 
61 Westgate Road, tle upon Tyne. And at 
Walisend-on-Tyne. 


NORTHUMBERLAND AND DURHAM 


HINDMARSH & PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 49 Park View, 
Whitley Bay (Tel. 2351/2), 107 Northumberland Sc., 
Newcastle (Tel. 61008! (4 lines)). And at Gateshead 

and Alnwick. 


Newcastle.—DAVID A. LARMOUR & SON, F.RA.C.S., 
F.A.1., Saville Row. Tel. Newcastle , 

WALLHEAD GRAY & COATES, Charte: Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 84 Pilgrim 
Sereet, Newcastle. (Tel. "3747 1/2.) 75 West Street, 
Gateshead. (Tel. 72197.) 7 Priestpopple, Hexham. 
(Tel. 302.) 26 Frederick Street, Sunderland. (Tel. 2544.) 


NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 


Newark.—EDWARD BAILEY & SON, F.A.1., Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 
7 Kirkgate, Newark. Tel. 

Nottingham.—ROBERT CLARKE & CO., Chartered 
an” and Rating Valuers, Oxford Street. Tel. 

Noectingham.—WALKER, WALTON & HANSON, 
Chartered Surveyors and Valuers, Chartered Auc- 
tioneers and Estate Agents, Byard Lane. Est. 184!. 
Tel. Nottingham 54272 (7 lines). 

Retford.—-HENRY SPENCER & SONS, Auctioneers, 
20 The Square, Retford, Notts. Tel. 531/2. And at 
4 Paradise Street, Sheffield. Tel. 25206. And 9 Bridge 
Street, Worksop. Tel. 2654. 


OXFORDSHIRE 


icester, Thame and Oxford.—£. P. MESSENGER & 

SON, Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers, Valuers, etc. 

Thame 263/4; Bicester 10; and Oxford 47281. 

Oxford and District.—B8U rar S BALLARD. Est. 
1887. R. B. Ballard, F.A.L.P.A., 1. F. Ryan, F.RAC.S., 
FAL. H. S. Ballard, A.R.LC.S., AL Cornmarket 
Street, Oxford. Tel. 44151, and at Wallingford, Berks. 
Tel. 3205. 

Oxford, 


Auctioneers and Estate / 

“ Gloucester House,” buseaene — Oxford. 

4535/6) and 54 Broad Street, Banbury (Tel. 2670). 
Thame and District.—PERCY BLACK & CO., Chartered 

Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 

60 North Street. Tel. 288. 


SHROPSHIRE 


Craven Arms.—jACKSON & McCARTNEY, Chartered 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents. Tel. 2185. 

HALL, WATERIDGE & OWEN, LTD., 

Chartered Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents. 


Tel. 2081. 
Shrewsbury and South re—DEAKIN & 
COTTERILL, 8 W Cop, Shrewsbury, Auctioneers, 
tsand Valuers. Tel. 5306and 2313. And at 
Church Stretton. 
. Auctioneers, Valuers, 
Agents, | Church Street. Tel. 


WRIGHT , Auctioneers, Valuers 
and Estate Agents, 16 Watergate Street, Whitchurch. 
Tel. 2962 and 2157. 


SOMERSET 


Bath and District and Surrounding Counties.— 
COWARD, JAMES & CO., incorporating FORTT, HATT 
& BILLINGS (Est. 1903), Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
E ts, ene Probate New Bond 

rs, 14 New Te Street, ‘tak Tel. 


JOLLY & SON, LTD. (Est. 1825.) 
and Valuers, Ly), sl, -y 
Auction Rooms, Milsom Street, Bath 


Agents 
Valuers, Chattell 
(Tel. 3201.) 

Bath, Bristol and Districts. —LOUIS POWELL & CO., 
incorporated Auctioneers, wy and Valuers, 
| Princes — 

and AGENCY 


‘Cc. Cowley, oevie Incorporated Surveyor and Valuer, 
, . AAL., Chartered and Estate 
serait: it) (Est. . ar Chambers, York Street, Bath. 


—25 miles radius.—TAYLOR “4 co., _- 
Estate Tei. 

Auctioneers, 

rry. Tel. 19. 


ONDE . & PARHAM 
, 23 Waterloo Screet (Tel. 4500); and at 
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Weston-super-Mare and District—MASTERS & CO. 
FRACS. FA‘, Chartered Surveyors, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 5 High Street. 
Tel. 6443/4. 

Yeovil and District —PALMER, SNELL & CO., 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors 
and Valuers. Tel. 25 and 1796. London Office: 
130 Mount Street, W.!. 


STAFFORDSHIRE 


Stoke-on-Trent and North Staffs.-CHARLES 
BUTTERS & SONS, Established 1856. Chartered 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate Agents, 
Trinity Buildings, Hanley, Stoke-on-Trent. Tel. 2138/9. 
Also at Leek. 


SUFFOLK 


Bury St. Edmunds and East Anglia.—LACY SCOTT 
AND SONS, 3 Hatter Street, Bury St. Edmunds. Phone 
43 and 692. 

ipswich and East Anglia.—SPURLINGS & HEMPSON 
= 1780), Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers, 

Princes Street, ipswich. Tel, $1807/8. 

ipswich and East Anglia.—-WOODCOCK & SON, 
16 Arcade Street, ipswich. Tel. 54352 (2 lines). 
Specialists in Selling Country Property and Farms. 
Established 1850. 

Woodbridge and East Suffolk.—ARNOTT & CALVER, 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Est. 1870. Tel. 179 


SURREY 


Addiscombe, Shirley, Croydon.—MILLER, WILKINS 
AND CO., Auctioneers, Surveyors and Valuers, |9! 
Lower Addiscombe Road. Tel. ADDiscombe 2233/4; 
and 142 Wickham Road, Shirley. Tel. ADDiscombe 402!. 

Camberley—GiIDDY & GIDDY, Estate House, 
London Road. Tel. 1919 

Camberiey (Hants and Berks Borders).—SADLER 
AND BAKER, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
95 High Street. Est. 1880. Tel. 4331 (3 lines). 

Caterham and District, Sanderstead to Purley.— 
j. C. O'BRIEN, Station Avenue, Caterham. Tel. 4255 
and 348. Limpsfield Road, Sanderstead. Tel. 4426. 

Cobham.—EWBANK & CO., in association with Mann 
and Co. Est. 1891. Tel. 47. Offices throughout West 
Surrey. 

Contes —SINDEN, TOMKINS & KING, F.A.L.P.A., 
Valuers, Surveyors and Estate Agents, 26 Chipstead 
Valley Road. Tel. UPLands 0600. 

Croydon.—BLAKE, SON & WILLIAMS. Est. 1798. 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors and 
Valuers, 51 High Screet, Croydon. CROydon 7155/6 

Croydon, Addiscombe and Wallington.—BOWDITCH 
& GRANT. (Est. 1881). Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, 
103/105 George Street, Croydon. Tel. CRO 0138/9. 

Croydon and District.—jOHN P. DICKINS & SONS, 
Surveyors, Valuers and Estate Agents. Est. 1882. 
2 and 4 George Street, Croydon. CROydon 3128/9/30 

Croydon and London.—HAROLD WILLIAMS AND 
PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors, Valuers, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 80 High Street, Croydon 
Tel. Croydon 1931. And at Temple Chambers, Temple 
Avenue, E.C.4. Tel. Ludgate Circus 9288. 

Croydon and Sutton.—SAINT, SYMINGTON AND 
STEDMAN, Surveyors, Auctioneers and Valuers. 
106 High Street, Croydon. Tel. CRO 2216/7. And 
at 6 Cheam Road, Sutton. Tel. VIG 7616/7 

Dorking.—ARNOLD & SON, Auctioneers & Surveyors, 
171 High Street and branches. Est. 1855. Tel. 2201/2. 

Dorking.—WHITE & SONS, 104 High Screet. Agricul- 
tural and General Surveyors and Valuers. Tel. 3255 

Dorking.—PEARSON, COLE & SHORLAND, Surveyors, 
Valuers and Auctioneers. 279 High Street, Dorking 
Tel. 3897/8. And at Reigate 

Dorking, Bookham and Effingham.—-CUBITT AND 
WEST. Tel. Dorking 2212, Bookham 2744. Valuers, 
Surveyors, Estate Agents 

Dorking and Reigate.—A. R. & |. GASCOIGNE-PEES, 

A.L.P.A., Auctioneers, Estate Agerts and Surveyors, 
256/260 High Screet, Dorking. Tel. 4071/2. 6 Church 
Sereet, Reigate. Tel. 4422/3. And at Leatherhead and 
Epsom. 

Epsom and Leatherhead.—A. R. & |. GASCOIGNE-PEES 
F.A.L.P.A., Auctioneers, Estate Agents and Surveyors, 
21 High Street, Epsom. Tel. 4045/6. 4 Bridge Street, 
Leatherhead. Tel. 4/33/4. And at Reigate and Dorking. 

Esher.—EWBANK & CO., in association with Mann & Co 
Est. 1891. Tel. 3537/8. Offices throughout West Surrey 

Esher.—W. |. BELL & SON, Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 5! High Street. 
Tel. Esher 3551/2 

Ewell, Epsom, Leatherhead and adjoining areas.— 
DOUGLAS. FALPA. 10 High Street, Epsom 
Tel. 2362/4. (Four other offices.) 

Bwell.—WiILTSHIRES, Estate Agents, Surveyors, Auc- 
tioneers and Valuers, 55 High Street. Tel. Ewell 1665/6 
raham.—H. 8. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 4 Castle Street. Tei. 
5724 (2 lines). 

Farnham.—CUBITT & WEST. Tel. 


Farnham 5261. 
Valuers, Surveyors, Estate Agents. 
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Farnham.—EGGAR & CO., incorporating Curtis & 
Watson, Surveyors, Auctioneers, Land & Estate Agents, 
74 Castle Street. Tel. 6221/3. And at Alton and 
Basingstoke, Hants. 

Farnham.—GERMAN, ADDY & CO. (Est. 1903). 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors 
and Valuers, |i! West Street. Tel. 5283/4 

Farnham.—WHITEHEAD & WHITEHEAD,  amal. 
HEWETT & LEE, 32 South Street, (Tel. 6277) 

Godalming.—H. B. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 
Sageounne and Estate Agents, Estate Offices. Tel. 1722 
(5 lines). 

Guildford.—MANN & CO., Est. 1891, 22 Epsom Road. 
Tel. 62911/2. Offices throughout West Surrey. 

Guildford.—MESSENGER, MORGAN & MAY, Chartered 
Surveyors, 8 Quarry Street. Tel. 2992/4. 

Guiidford.—-WHITEHEAD & WHITEHEAD,  amal. 
HEWETT & LEE, 144 High Street. (Tel. 2811/2). 

Haslemere.—H. B. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 
ane and Estate Agents, 20 High Street. Tel 
i 

Haslemere and Hindhead.—CUBITT & WEST. Tel 

e 2345/6/7, Hindhead 63. Valuers, Surveyors, 
Estate Agents. 

Kingston.—A. G. BONSOR, STEVENS & CO., Est. 1899, 
82 Eden Street. Tel. KIN 0022. 

Kingston.—NIGHTINGALE, PAGE & BENNETT, Est. 
1825, Chartered Surveyors, !8 Eden Street. Tel. 
KIN 3356. 

Kingston upon Thames and Area.—BENTALLS 
ESTATE OFFICES (L. J. Smith, F.A.L.P.A., P. F. Parkinson, 
B.Sc., A.A.L.P.A.), Wood St. KIN 1001. Sales, surveys, 
property and chattel valuations, lettings, management. 

Leatherhead, Ashtead, Oxshott.—CHAS. OSENTON 
AND CO., Chartered Auctioneers, 36 North Street, 
Leatherhead. (Tel. 3001/2); Ashtead 2382, Oxshott 
3344 





Mitcham.—LEONARD DAVEY & HART, Chartered 
Surveyors, Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 
Upper Green. Tel. MiTcham 6101/2. 

Oxshott.—W. |. BELL & SON, Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 5! High Street, 
Esher. Tel. Esher 433! (2 lines). 

Redhill and Merstham.—£. H. BENNETT & PARTNERS, 
oe ama and Valuers. Tel. Redhill 3672. Merstham 

4/5. 

Reigate—-MARTEN & CARNABY, Surveyors, Auc- 
tioneers and Valuers, 23 Church Street. Tel. 3361/2. 
Reigate.—PEARSON, COLE & SHORLAND, Surveyors, 
Valuers and Auctioneers. 4 Bell Street, Reigate. Tel. 

4371/2. And at Dorking. 

Richmond.—ACLAND & CO., Estate Agents, Surveyors 
and Valuers. Rents collected. 27 Kew Road (Opposite 
Richmond Station). Tel. RIC 4811/2. 

Richmond.—PENNINGTONS, 23 The 
Auctions, Valuations, Surveys. 
RIC 2255 (3 lines). 

Sanderstead.—HOOKER & ROGERS, Railway Approach, 
Sanderstead. Manager, K. C. Fox, A.R.I.C.S. Tel. 
SAN 4414/5. 

Surbiton—E. W. Wallaker & CO., F.ALLP.A., 
Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
56/7 Victoria Road, Surbiton, Surrey. Tel. Elmbridge 
5381/4, and at Chessington, Surrey, Shoreham-by-Sea 
~ were Sussex. (Chartered Surveyor D. j. Peachey, 

Sutton.—_DOUGLAS GRAHAM & CO., Estate Agents, 
Property Managers, 269 High Street. Tel. VIG 0026/7/8. 
And at Thornton Heath, Norbury and Piccadilly, W.!. 

Sutton.—IDRIS JONES & PARTNERS, F.R.I.C.S., F.A.L., 
22 The Arcade, Sutton. ViGilant 0182 ; and at 30 Abbey 
House, Westminster. 

Thornton Heath.—LEONARD DAVEY & HART, 
Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate 
Agents, 781 London Road. Tel. THO 6211/2. 

Thornton Heath.—DOUGLAS GRAHAM & CO., 
Estate Agents and Property Managers, 808 London 
Road. Tel. THO 3888 (4 lines). And at Norbury, 
Sutton and Piccadilly, W.1. 

Virginia Water and Wentworth.—GOSLING AND 
MILNER, Station Approach, Virginia Water. Tel. 
Wentworth 2277. And at 8 Lower Grosvenor Place, 
S.W.1. Tel. Victoria 3634, 

Wallington.—WILLIAM A. DAVIS & PARTNERS, 
4 Stanley Park Road. Tel. Wallington 2567. 

Walton.—MANN & CO.., Est. 1891, 38 High Street. Tel. 
2331/2. Offices throughout West Surrey. 

Walton and Weybridge—HIGBY & CHARD 
(Consultants: George Geen, M.A., F.R.I.C.S., V. C. 
Lawrence, FRICS), 45 High Street, Walton-on- 
Thames. Tel. 20487/8 

Walton] Weybrides WARING & CO. Est. 1890. 
Surveyors, Estate Agents, Auctioneers and Valuers. 
Tel. Walton-on-Thames 24151/2. 

West Byfleet—MANN &CO., incorporating Ewbank and 
— Est. 1891. Tel. 3288/9. Offices throughout West 

urrey 

Weybridge —EWBANK & CO.., in association with Mann 
and Co, Est. 1891. Tel. 2323/5. Offices throughout 
West Surrey. 

Weybridge and District.—j. —. PURDIE & SON, 
Chartered Surveyors and Estate Agents, | and 3 Queens 
Road, Weybridge. Tel. 3307 (3 lines), and at Walton- 
on-Thames. 

Weybridge and District.—WATERER & SONS, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors, 
etc. Tel. 3838/9. 
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Quadrant, 
Rents collected. Tel. 


SURREY (continued) 


ie a & SANDERSON, 5 Church Path. 

Tel. 3263/4. Eleven associated Surrey offices. 

VV & CO., Est. 1891, Chartered Surveyor. 
Tel (6 lines). Offices throughout West Surrey. 

Woking.—MOLDRAM, CLARKE & EDGELEY, Chartered 
Surveyors. Tel. 3419; and at Guildford. 


SUSSEX 


Angmering-on-Sea. Rustington, Worthing and 
Storrington.—BERNARD TUCKER & SON. Est. 1890. 
L. B. Tucker, F.R.1.C.S., F.A.1., G. H. E. Evans, F.A.L.P.A., 
W. |. Brown, F.A.1. Tels. Rustington |, Worthing 5708/9. 
Storrington 535. 

Arundel and Rustington.—HEASMAN & PARTNERS. 
Tel. Arundel 2323, Rustington 900. 

Bexhill-on-Sea.—_jJOHN BRAY & SONS (Est. 1864), 
Estate Agents, Auctioneers and Valuers, | Devonshire 
Square. Tel. 14, 

Bexhill-on-Sea and Cooden.—ERNEST SHEATHER, 
F.A.1., & PARTNER, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
14 Sc. Leonards Road. Tel. 350, 35! and 2280. 

Bexhill-on-Sea and Little Common.—RICHES & 
GRAY (Est. 1883), Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 25 Sea Road, Bexhill-on-Sea. Tel. 34/5. And 
os Cooden Sea Road, Little Common. Tel. Cooden 

Brighton.—RAYMOND BEAUMONT, F.R.I.C.S., F.A.1., 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 35 East Street. Tel. Brighton 20163 

Brighton.—MELLOR & MELLOR, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, 110 St. James's Street. Tel. 682910. 

Brighton Worthing.—H. D. S. STILES & CO., 
F.RALC.S., F.AJ. (special rating diploma), 6 Pavilion 
Buildings. Tel. Brighton 23244 (4 lines). 10 King’s 
Bench Walk, Temple, E.C.4. Tel. Centra! 5356. 3 The 
Steyne,Worthing. Tel.Worthing 9192/3. 

Brighton.—FRANK STONE & PARTNERS, F.A.L.P.A., 
84 Queen's Road. Tel. Brighton 29252/3 

Brighton and Hove—WiILLIAM WILLETT, LTD., 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 52 Church Road, Hove 
Tel. Hove 34055. London Office, Sloane Square, $.W.!. 
Tel. Sloane 8141. 

Brighton, Hove and ‘atria Districts.— 
MAURICE P. HATCHWELL, F.R.1.C.S A.l., Chartered 
Surveyor, Chartered Auctioneer and Estate Agents, 
4 Bartholomews, Brighton, |. Tel. Brighton 23107. 

Brighton and Hove and Surrounding Districts.— 
Cc. HORTON LEDGER, F.A.l., Established 1885, 
Chartered Auctioneer and Estate Agent, Surveyor and 
Valuer, “ Sussex House,"’ 126/7 Western Road, Hove, 
Tel. Sussex. 1291. 

Chichester and Bognor Regis.—VWHITEHEAD & 
WHITEHEAD, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
South Street, Chichester. Tel. 303! (5 lines). Station 
Road, Bognor Regis. Tel. 2237/8 

Crawley.—WM. WOOD, SON & GARDNER, Estate 
Agents, Surveyors and Valuers. Tel. Crawley |. 

Crowborough.—DONALD BEALE & CO., Auctioneers, 
Surveyors and Valuers. The Broadway. Tel. 
Crowborough 3333. 

Eastbourne.—FRANK H. BUDD, LTD., Auctioneers, 
Surveyors, Valuers, | Bolton Road. Tel. 1860. 

Eastbourne.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, 12 Gildredge Road. Tel. Eastbourne 


Eastbourne.—HEFFORD & HOLMES, F.Al., Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 5! Gildredge Road, 
Tel. Eastbourne 7840. 

Eastbourne.—OAKDEN & CO., Estate Agents, Auc- 
tioneers and Valuers, 24 Cornfield Road. Est. 1897. 
Tel. 1234/5. 

Eastbourne and District—FARNHAM & CO., 
Auctioneers, Estate Agents and Valuers, 6 Terminus 
Road, Eastbourne. Tel. 4433/4/5. Branch at 87 East- 
bourne Road, Lower Willingdon, and 4 Grand Parade, 
Polegate. 

East Grinstead.—Messrs. P. |. MAY (P. |. May and 
A. L. Apthorp, F.R.1.C.S., F.A.1., M.R.San.l.), 2 London 
Road. Tel. East a 315/6. 

East Grinstead.—TURNER, RUDGE & aa 
Chartered Surveyors. aL East Grinstead 7' 

Hassocks and Mid-Sussex.—AYLING & STRUDWICK 
Chartered Surveyors. Tel. Hassocks 882/3. 

Hastings, St. Leonards and East Sussex.—DYER & 
OVERTON (H. B. Dyer, D.S.O., F.R.LC.S., FAL; 
F. R. Hynard, F.R.1.C.S.), Consultant Chartered 
Surveyors. Estd. 1892. 6-7 Havelock Road, Hastings, 
Tel. 5661 (3 lines). 

Hastings, St. Leonards and East Sussex.—\VVEST 
(Godrey, F.R.1.C.S., F.A..) & HICKMAN, Surveyors 
and Valuers, 50 Havelock Road, Hastings. Tel. 6688/9. 

Haywards Heath and District—DAY & SONS, 
Auctioneers and Surveyors, 115 South Road. Tel. 1580. 
And at Brighton and Hove. 

Haywards Heath and Mid-Sussex.—BRADLEY AND 
VAUGHAN, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Teil. 91. 

Horsham.—KING & CHASEMORE, Chartered Surveyors. 
Auctioneers, Valuers, Land and Estate Agents. Tel. 
Horsham = G lines). 
orsham.—WELLER & CO., Surveyors, Auctioneers, 
Valuers, tn Agents. Tel. Horsham 3311. And at 
Guildford, Cranleigh and Henfield. 

Hove.—DAVID E. WLING, F.A.L.P.A., Auctioneer, 
Surveyor, Valuer & Estate Agent. 75 Church Road, 
Hove. Tel. Hove 37213 (3 lines). 


when replying to Advertisements 
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IN WESTMINSTER 


HOUSE OF LORDS 


PROGRESS OF BILLS 
Read First Time :— 
Clerical Medical and General Life Assurance Bill [H.C.] 
[16th March. 
Land Compensation Bill [H.L.} [15th March. 
fo consolidate the Acquisition of Land (Assessment of 
Compensation) Act, 1919, and certain other enactments relating 
to the assessment of compensation in respect of compulsory 
acquisitions of interests in land; to the withdrawal of notices to 
treat; and to the payment of additional compensation and 
allowances in connection with such acquisitions or with certain 
sales by agreement of interests in land; with corrections and 
improvements made under the Consolidation of Enactments 
(Procedure) Act, 1949, 
Shell Brazil Bill [H.C.] 
Winchester Cathedral Close Bill [H.C.} 


{16th March. 
(16th March. 


Read Second Time :— 
City of London (Various Powers) Bill [H.L 
Right of Privacy Bill [H.L.} 


[16th March. 
[13th March 
Read Third Time :— 

Allhallows Staining Churchyard Bill [H.L.} [14th March. 

Flood Prevention (Scotland) Bill [H.C.} [16th March. 

Rio Tinto Rhodesian Mining Limited Bill [H.L.} 

[14th March. 

In Committee :— 


Post Office Bill [H.C.} {16th March. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS 


A. PROGRESS OF BILLs 
Read First Time:— 
Sierra Leone Independence Bill [H.C.} [17th March. 
To make provision for, and in connection with, the attainment 
by Sierra Leone of fully responsible status within the Common- 
wealth 
Sir Roger Casement Bill [H.C.} [14th March. 


To provide for the transfer to Ireland of the remains of Sir 
Roger Casement. 


Read Second Time:— 


Crofters (Scotland) Bill [H.C.} (15th March. 


Read Third Time:— 

National Health Service Contributions Bill [H.C.) 

[16th March. 
B. QUESTIONS 
LocaL LAND CHARGES 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that the recommendations of 
the Stainton Committee on Local Land Charges were still being 
considered. Legislation would be required to implement most 
of the recommendations, and there was no hope of that during 
the present Session. {14th March. 


STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS 
Air Ooerators’ Certificates Regulations, 1961. 


(S.I. 1961 
No. 408.) 5d. 

Civil Aviation (Transitional Licences) (No. 3) Order, 1961. 
(S.1. 1961 No. 410.) 5d. 

County of Berks (Electoral Divisions) Order, 1961. 
No. 404.) 6d. 

Exeter-Leeds Trunk Road (Lydiate Ash, near Bromsgrove, 
Diversion) Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 395.) 5d. 

Ipswich —- Newmarket —- Cambridge - St. Neots — Bedford — 
Northampton-Weedon Trunk Road (Section at Upper 
Heyford in the County of Northampton) Order, 1961. (S.I. 
1961 No. 379.) 5d. 


(S.1. 1961 
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AND WHITEHALL 


London-Edinburgh-Thurso Trunk Road (Humber Head 
Bridge to Hampole Balk) Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 370.) 
4d. 

London Traffic (Prohibition of Cycling on Footpaths) (Dartfor.) 
Regulations, 1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 360.) 5d. 

Manchester Water Order, 1961, (S.1. 1961 No. 406.) 5d. 

Manchester Water (No. 2) Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 421.) 5d 

Merchant Shipping (Crew Accommodation) (Amendment) 
Regulations, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 393.) 4d. 

Metropolitan Police Staffs Superannuation Order, 
(S.I. 1961 No. 438.) 4d. 

National Gallery (Lending outside the United 
(No. 1)-Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 409.) 4d. 
National Insurance (Classification) Amendment Regulations, 

1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 420.) 5d. 

National Insurance (Industrial Injuries) (Insurable and Excepted 
Employments) Amendment Kegulations, 1961. (S.I. 1961 
No. 383.) 5d. 

National Insurance (Modification of the Air Force 
Scheme) Regulations, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 391.) 5d. 

National Insurance (Modification of Local Government Superan- 
nuation Schemes) No. 2 Regulations, 1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 405.) 
11d. 

National Insurance (Modification of the Metropolitan 
Staffs Superannuation Provisions) Regulations, 1961. 
1961 No. 439.) 5d. 

National Insurance (Modification of the Royal Naval Pension 
Scheme) Regulations, 1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 294.) 5d. 

Perth County Council (Camserney Burn) Water Order, 1961. 
(S.I. 1961 No. 418 (S. 21).) 5d. 

Draft Police Pensions (Amendment) Regulations, 1961. 6d. 

Draft Police Pensions (Scotland) (Amendment) Regulations, 1961 
6d. 

Royal Irish Constabulary (Widows’ Pensions) Regulations, 
1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 402.) 4d 

Shipbuilding (Air Receivers) Order, 1961. 
5d. 

Shipbuilding (Lifting Appliances, etc., 
(S.I. 1961 No. 431.) 6d 

Shipbuilding (Reports on 
(S.I. 1961 No. 433.) 5d. 

Stafford Water Order, 1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 407.) 5d. 

Stopping up of Highways Orders, 1961:— 

City and County of Bristol (No. 1). (S.1. 1961 No. 413.) 5d. 
City and County of Bristol (No. 3). (S.I. 1961 No. 394.) 5d 
County of Buckingham (No. 2). (S.I. 1961 No. 398.) 5d. 
County of Derby (No. 3). (S.1. 1961 No. 384.) 5d. 
County of Essex (No. 3). (S.I. 1961 No. 397.) 5d. 
County of Essex (No. 5). (S.I. 1961 No. 414.) 5d. 
County of Gloucester (No. 2). (S.I. 1961 No. 369.) 5d. 
County of Kent (No. 1). (S.I. 1961 No. 415.) 5d. 
County of Kent (No. 2). (S.1. 1961 No. 378.) 5d. 
County of Lancaster (No. 10). (S.1. 1961 No. 385.) 5d. 
City and County Borough of Leeds (No. 3). (S.I 
No. 386.) 5d. 
London (No. 7). (S.I. 1961 No. 416.) 5d. 
London (No. 10). (S.I. 1961 No. 396.) 4d. 
County of Somerset (No. 2). (S.I. 1961 No. 417.) 5d. 
County of York, West Riding (No. 8). (S.I. 1961 No 
5d. 


1961. 


Kingdom) 


Pension 


Police 
(S.1 


(S.I. 1961 No. 430.) 


Forms) Order, 1961 


Lifting Appliances) Order, 1961 


1961 


387.) 


SELECTED APPOINTED DAYS 


Wages Regulation (Cotton Waste Reclamation) Order, 
1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 344.) 

Road Traffic Act, 1956, s. 2, as respects vehicles first 
registered on or after Ist January, 1937, and before 
Ist January, 1946. 

Wages Regulation (Paper Bag) Order, 1961. 
No. 345.) 

Road Traffic and Roads Improvement 
ss. 11, 13 (1) to (7), (9), (10). 

Civil Aviation (Licensing) Act, 1960, ss. 1 (2), 6, 9 
(except in so far as it repeals the Civil Aviation 
Act, 1949, s. 12, and the entries referred to in 
s. 9 (c)). 


(S.1I. 1961 


Act, 1960, 
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POINTS 


Questions, which can only be accepted from 
to the “ Points in a. ” Depar: 

They should be brief, typewritten in 
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Title—Serriep Lanp—No VESTING ASSENT 


Q. We act for a proposed mortgagee. The abstract of the 
mortgagor's title shows the will of a testator appointing two 
executors, his death in July, 1936, and probate in favour of the 
two executors in December, 1936. There follows in December, 
1938, an assent by the two executors in favour of the mortgagor 
of the property to be mortgaged ‘‘ subject to the proviso contained 
in the said will of the testator as to the payment of the sum of 
{5 per annum by equal half-yearly payments to Mrs. Blank 
during her lifetime." The abstract shows that Mrs. Blank died 
in 1949. We made the will, if it contains the proviso mentioned 
in the abstract of the assent, a trust instrument under s. 6 of the 
Settled Land Act, 1925, and we say that s. 8 of the same Act 
made a vesting assent stating the names of the trustees of the 
settlement, etc., obligatory. Notwithstanding the death of 
Mrs. Blank in 1949, we do not see that the fee simple is vested in 
the mortgagor, for we think the assent must have been in 1938 
void, and cannot take any effect simply because eleven years 
later on the death of Mrs. Blank the land is no longer settled. 
We looked for help for the mortgagor in s. 1 of the Law of Property 
(Amendment) Act, 1926, but we could not see that it helped in 
fact, and think that now the two executors or their survivor must 
assent anew. Is this so ? 


A. We agree with your reasoning. In our view the assent 
was not valid, as it did not contain the particulars required by 
the Settled Land Act, 1925, ss. 5 (1) and 8 (1). A purchaser 
(or mortgagee) is not protected by the assent as it shows that a 
vesting assent under the Settled Land Act should have been 
executed (Re Duce and Boots [1937] Ch. 642). Consequently we 
agree that a further assent is now necessary by the present 
personal representatives 


Title subject to Incumbrance 


Q. A client of ours signed a contract prepared by an estate 


agent for the purchase of a freehold house. The house was 
described in the contract by referring to its number and the name 
of the road. No mention was made in the contract of any 
exceptions and reservations. Upon a perusal of the title it 
appears that the freehold interest is subject to certain exceptions 
and reservations in respect of a right of way. In these circum- 
stances can it be argued that the property has not been sufficiently 
described in the memorandum, or alternatively that the purchaser 
can refuse to accept a conveyance subject to the exceptions and 
reservations ? 

A. In our opinion, on the facts stated, the 
refuse to accept a conveyance subject to the right of way (which 
is assumed to amount to a legal easement). The vendor is 
apparently unable to deduce a title except subject to an incum- 
brance and the purchaser cannot be compelled to accept this 
title (Heywood v. Mallalieu (1883), 25 Ch. D, 357 


purchaser may 


Landlord and Tenant— Use o1 
WHETHER 


SHop WINDOWS 
TENANCY 

). A proposes to make an arrangement with B to enable B 
to use windows of shop premises for purposes of window display 
for a travel agency on a monthly basis. The shop premises as 
such would not be demised, only access to the premises and other 
facilities for window display purposes. It seems on these facts 
that B could not possibly ground a claim for a new lease under the 
Landlord and Tenant Act, 1954, even although the window 
display went on for more than six months 

A. In our opinion, Wilson v. Teverner [1901) 1 Ch 
v. Allen & Sons Billposting, Lid. [1916] 2 A.C. 54, and Walton 
Harvey, Lid. v. Walker & Homfray 1931} 1 Ch. 274, would 
provide ample authority for the proposition that the arrangement 
did not create a tenancy, with the consequence that Pt. II of the 
Landlord and Tenan t, 1954, did not apply ; though, if there 
were a tenancy, the Part would apply unless it were for a fixed 
term not exceeding three months 


578, King 
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Stamp Duty—Rerunp on CHEQUES TENDERED WITH 
APPLICATION FoRMS FOR NEw ISSUE OF SHARES 

Q. One of our clients occasionally engages in a “ stagging ”’ 
application for shares in a new issue. During this operation he 
normally makes fifty applications, of which he is fortunate to 
have more than a small number of applications successful in the 
ballot, and the unsuccessful applications are returned to him 
together with his uncashed cheques. At the request of our client 
we submitted a number of these cheques to the Stamp Office 
in order to reclaim the small amount of stamp duty paid on the 
cheques, it being our opinion that these constituted tenders 
which had not been accepted. The Stamp Office have refused 
to refund the duty on the grounds that our client might have 
benefited from the use of these cheques, and that the stamp duty 
should not be refunded where he had the opportunity of benefiting 
through the ballot. Kindly advise us as to whether or not you 
feel the view of the Stamp Office to be correct, as we find that the 
office is reluctant to put its decision in writing and has so far 
merely given an oral indication of its attitude. 

A. So far as we are aware the only provision entitling the 
taxpayer to recover stamp duty which has been impressed upon 
an instrument is the Stamp Duties Management Act, 1891, s. 9 
and if the duty is to be recovered we think that your client must 
bring himself within one of the seven cases therein mentioned. 
We do not think that the facts come within any ofthem. Cases (4) 
and (5) dealing with bills of exchange and promissory notes 
require that the instrument has not been made use of in any 
manner whatever, and we think that your client has made use of 
the cheques because by enclosing the cheque with the application 
form he has induced those responsible for the issue to consider his 
application, which they would not have done had the cheque 
not been included. We see no reason why you should not press 
the Stamp Office to give its reasons in writing, but our own 
view is as we have stated it: your client cannot bring himself 
within the wording of the appropriate statutory provision 


Income Tax—Divorcep WirFt’s INcoME 

Q. I act for a husband who recently obtained a decree nisi 
of divorce against his wife on the grounds of her desertion 
Prior to the matrimonial break-up, things had been unsatisfactory 
between the parties for quite a while. The wife had a fair amount 
of unearned income and the husband was assessed for income tax 
thereon. About two years ago the husband received a demand 
for income tax and he replied to the letter repudiating responsi- 
bility. He was, of course, responsible, as it was income of the 
wife in respect of which he had been assessed, even though he 
had not received benefit from the income. He heard nothing 
from the collector of taxes, and he assumed that the matter was 
closed so far as he was concerned. However, recently the 
collector of taxes has been pressing for payment. It is appreciated 
that my client’s request for a separate assessment could not be 
entertained at this stage as the statutory time-limit has presumably 
expired and, on the face of things, it would appear that he has no 
defence to the claim. However, I am wondering whether he has 
a claim against his wife for the tax which he is being called upon 
to pay, inasmuch as it is her income, out of which he has received 
no benefit whatsoever. 

A. There is no statutory provision giving the husband a right 
over against the wife in the circumstances you mention, so that 
any claim against her would have to be based upon the proposition 
that he had paid money away to her use. But if he failed to 
apply for a separate assessment the liability is his and not hers, 
and we do not think that he can be said to have paid money to 
her use when he has paid it in discharge of the liability which is 
cast by statute on him. It is to be observed, however, that the 
Income Tax Act, 1952, s. 359, provides that where an assessment 
has been made in respect of the wife’s income and the tax thereon 
has remained unpaid for twenty-eight days the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, or as the case may be, the Special Commissioners, 
are given power to collect the tax from the wife. There is no 
machinery whereby the Commissioners can be compelled to take 
that course but there is no reason why they should not be invited to 
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REGISTER OF 


Auctioneers. Valuers. Surveyors. Land and Estate Agents 








SUSSEX (continued) 


Hove.—PARSONS SON & BASLEY (W. R. De Silva, 
F.R.A.C.S., F.AJ.), 173 Church Road, Hove. Tel. 34564. 

Hove and District—WHITLOCK & HEAPS, Incor- 
porated Auctioneers, Estate Agents, Surveyors and 
Valuers, 65 Sackville Road. Tel. Hove 31822. 

Hove, Portslade, Southwick—DEACON & CO., 
1! Station Road, Portslade. Tel. Hove 48440. 

Lancing.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 
Tel. Lancing 2828. 

Lewes and Mid-Sussex.—CLiFFORD DANN, 8.Sc., 
F.R.LC.S., F.AL., Fitzroy House, Lewes. Tel. 750. And 
at Ditchling and Hurstpierpoint. 

Seaford.—W. G. F. SWAYNE, F.A.1., Chartered Auc- 
tioner and Estate Aout Surveyor and Valuer, 
3 Clinton Place. Tel. 2144. 

Storrington, Pulborough and Billinghurst.—WHITE- 
HEAD & WHITEHEAD amal. with D. Ross & Son, The 
Square, Storrington (Tel. 40), Swan Corner, _ 
(Tel. 232/3), High Screet, Billinghurst (Tel. 3 

Sussex and Adjoining Countien fARVES. * co., 
Haywards Heath. Tel. 700 (3 lines). 

West Worthing and Goring-by-Sea—GLOVER & 
CARTER, F.A.LP.A., 110 George V Avenue, West 
Worthing. Tel. 8686/7. And at 6 Montague Place, 
Worthing. Tel. 6264/5. 

Worthing.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 
Tel. Lancing 2828. 

Worthing.—EYOMANN, STREET & BRIDGE (Est. 1864), 
{4 Chapel Road. Tel. 4060. 

Worthing.—HAWKER & CO., Chartered Surveyors, 
Chapel Road, Worthing. Tel. Worthing 1136 and 1137. 

Worthing.—PATCHING & CO., Est. over a century. 
Tel. 5000. 5S Chapel Road. 

Worthing —JOHN D. SYMONDS & CO., Chartered 
Surveyors, Revenue Buildings, Chapel Road. Tel. 
Worthing 623/4. 


WARWICKSHIRE 


Chutige and District —SHAW, GILBERT & CO., 
F.AA., Newton Chambers,” 43 nnon Street, 
Birmingham, 2. Midland 4784 (4 lines). 
Coventry.—GEORGE LOVEITT & SONS (Est. 1843), 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 29 Warwick 
Row. Tel. 3081/2/3/4. 


WARWICKSHIRE (continued) 
Coventry.—CHAS. 8. ODELL & ae (Est. 1901.) 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers - — Agents, 
53 Hertford Street. Tel. 22037 (4 li 
Leamington Spa and District TRUSLOVE & HARRIS, 
Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors. Head Office: 
38/40 Warwick Street, Leamington Spa. Tel. 186! 


(2 lines). 
and nr fay ang A as aan 
Auctioneers, etc., ee dy 
Sutton Celatieid-QUA ILL SM & co. 24°} oa 
6 High Street. Tel. SUT 4481 (5 lines). 


WESTMORLAND 
Kendal.—MICHAEL C. L. HODGSON, Auctioneers and 
Valuers, 10a Highgate. Tel. 1375. 
Windermere.—PROCTER & BIRKBECK (Est. 1841), 
Auctioneers, Lake Road. Tel. 688. 


WILTSHIRE 

Bath and District and Surrounding Counties.— 
COWARD, JAMES & CO., ey FORTT, HATT 
& BILLINGS (Est. 1903), Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, Special Probate Department. Bon 
Street Chambers. 14 New Bond Street, Bath. Tel. 
Bath 3150, 3584, 4268 and 61360. 

Marlborough Area (Wilts, Berks and Hants Borders). 
IOHN GERMAN & SON fe Brenig. _Land Agents, 
urveyors, Auctioneers Estate Offices. 
Ramsbury, Nr. Marlborough i <...4 361/2, 
And at Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Burton-on-Trent and Derby. 


WORCESTERSHIRE 

Kidderminster.—CATTELL & YOUNG, 3! Worcester 
Street. Tel. 3075 and 3077. And also at Droitwich Spa 
and Tenbury Wells. 

Kidderminster, Droitwich, Worcester.—G. HERBERT 
BANKS, 28 Worcester Street, Kidderminster. Tels. 
2911/2 and 4210. The Estate Office, Droitwich. 
Tels. 2084/5. 3 Shaw Street, Worcester. Tels. 27785/6. 

Worcester.—BENTLEY, HOBBS & MYTTON, FALL, 
Chartered Auctioneers, etc., 49 Foregate Street, 
Tel. 5194/S. 

YORKSHIRE 

Bradford——NORMAN R. GEE & HEATON, 72/74 


Market Street, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. 27202 (2 lines). And at Keighley. 


YORKSHIRE (continued) 


Bradford.—DAVID WATERHOUSE & NEPHEWS, F.A./., 
Britannia House, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents. Est. 1644. Tel. 22622 (3 lines). 

Hull.—EXLEY & SON, F.A.L.P.A. (incorporating Officer 
and Field), Valuers, Estate Agents, 70 George Street 
Tel. 3399/2. 

Leeds.—SPENCER, SON & GILPIN, Chartered Surveyor, 
2 Wormald Row, Leeds, 2. Tel. 3-0171/2. 

-—EDWAR HARLAND & SONS, 
4 Aberdeen Walk, Scarborough. Tel. 834. 
heffield.—-HENRY SPENCER & SONS, Auctioneers, 
4 Paradise Screet, Sheffield. Tel. 25206. And at 20 The 
Square, Retford, Notts. Tel. 531/2. And 9! Bridge 
Street, Worksop. Tel. 2654. 


SOUTH WALES 


Cardiffl.—_DONALD ANSTEE & CO., Chartered Survey- 
ors, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 9! Sc. Mary Street, 
Tel. 30429. 

Cardiffl.—S. HERN & CRABTREE, Auctioneers and 
Valuers. Established over a century. 93 St. Mary 
Street. Tel. 29383. 

Cardiffl.—j. T. SAUNDERS & SON, Chartered Auction- 
eers & Estate Agents. Est. 1895. 16 Dumfries Place, 
cone Tel. 20234/5, and Windsor Chambers, Penarth. 

el. 22. 

Cardif.—jNO. OLIVER WATKINS & FRANCIS, 
Chartered Auctioneers, Chartered Surveyors, 
11 Dumfries Place. Tel. 33489/90 

Swansea.—E. NOEL HUSBANDS, BAL, 
Road. Tel. 5780!. 
Swansea.—ASTLEY SAMUEL, LEEDER & SON 
(Est. 1863), Chartered Surveyors, Estate Agents and 
Auctioneers, 49 Mansel Street, Swansea el. 5589) 
(4 lines). 
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NORTH WALES 


Denbighshire and Flintshire.—HARPER WEBB & CO., 
incorporating VW. H. Nightingale & Son), Chartered 
rveyors, 35 White Friars, Chester. Tel. 20685. 

rexham, North Wales and Border Counties.— 
A. KENT JONES & CO., F.A1., Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers. The Estace 
Offices, 43 Regent Street, Wrexham. Tel. 3483/4. 








Established 33 years 


LONDON 


LEEDS 
2 WooDHOUSE SQUARE. 


This Agency covers the World 


INTERNATIONAL INVESTIGATORS 


3 Lower JOHN STREET, PICCADILLY Circus, W.1. 


Tel. Leeds 28241 
Solicitors Agents: Service of Legal Documents 


Agents 
Special Surveillance and Shadowing, with or without cars 
Missing Witnesses Traced 
Information for English or Foreign Courts 
MALE AND FEMALE OPERATORS OF EVERY NATIONALITY 
PERSONNEL — EX SCOTLAND YARD OFFICERS 


Telegraphic and Cable Address : 


MEMBERS ASSOCIATED LICENSED DETECTIVES OF NEW YORK STATE 


“ PrivATEYE, Piccy, LONDON” 


Open 24 hours day and night 


Tel. GERrard 1750 


(8 lines) 








During the last two years this Society cared 
for 533 Survivors from 64 vessels and gave 
immediate relief to 250 dependants of | 
men lost at sea during that period. 


Last year alone over 3,100 aged seamen, 
fishermen and their families were assisted. 


Relief expenditure for the year £42,000. 
Please help this National work. 
Legacies are particularly welcome 


SHIPWRECKED Fishermen and 
MARINERS’ noyai senevoient 
SOCIETY 
(09) 16 Wilfred St., WESTMINSTER, LONDON, $.W.1 
Patron : H.M. THE QUEEN 














Patron: 


is needed for necessities. 


work when occasion arises. 


Please make cheques payable to— 





SOCIETY FOR THE ASSISTANCE OF LADIES IN REDUCED CIRCUMSTANCES 


Founded by the late Miss Smallwood 

HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN 

Winter is causing our poor ladies much illness and hardships. Money 
If you cannot give a donation now—please 
remember this work when you make your Will. 
to all members of the Legal Profession to remember this important 


MISS SMALLWOOD’S SOCIETY, Lancaster House, Malvern 


The Society appeals 











COINS AND MEDALS 


COLLECTIONS OR SINGLE SPECIMENS 
BOUGHT AND SOLD 


VALUATIONS MADE 


A. H. BALDWIN & SONS, LTD. 


Robert St., Adelphi, W.C.2 TRAfalgor 2455 

















FINE JEWELS AND DIAMONDS 


BENTLEY & CO. 


& New Bond Street, London, W.! (Mayfair 065!) 
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PUBLIC NOTICES 


SURREY COUNTY COUNCIL 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Appiications for this post, Grade A.P.T. V 
(£1,310-£1,525 inclusive of London weighting), 
stating age, qualifications, experience, with 
names and addresses of two referees, to under- 
signed by ist April, 1961. Previous local 
government experience preferable. March 
finalists awaiting admission would be 
considered. 

W. W. RUFF, 
Clerk of the Counci 
County Hall, 
Kingston-upon-Thames 


BIRMINGHAM REGIONAL 
BOARD 
APPOINTMENT OI 
SOLICITOR 


HOSPITAL 
ASSISTANT 


Assistant Solicitor required in the office of 
the Board’s Legal Adviser. Excellent oppor 
tunity for newly-qualified solicitor to obtain 
experience. on scale £1,020—/1,260 per 
annum. Superannuable. Applications should 
be submitted to the undersigned, stating 
and experience and naming two 
19th April, 1961 


W. I 


Salary 


age 


refere¢ by 
NEWSTEAD 
Secretary to the 
10 Augustus Road, 
Edgbaston, 
Birmingham, 15 


Board 


TRENT RIVER BOARD 
APPOINTMENT OF LEGAL ASSISTANT 
(UNADMITTED 


Applications invited for 
appointment at a salary range within A.P.T 
Grades ItI-I\V £960-—{1,310 per annum) 
Commencing salary according to qualifi 
and experience. N.J.C. Conditions 

Local Government experience is not essential 
but applicants must be able to carry through 
conveyancing and allied transactions with 
minimum supervision and should have 
experience in general legal work 

Particulars of duties, conditions and method 
of application obtainable from the Clerk of the 
Board, 206 Derby Road, Nottingham, before 
5th April, 1961 


are the above 


tions 


NEW SCOTLAND YARD 


PROSECUTING SOLICITORS on permanent 
staff of Solicitor’s Department. Age 24-40. 
Salary on appointment, £994 (at age 24) to 
£1,179 (at age 30) (including London weighting) 
After one year's satisfactory service the salary 
will be advanced to a point between {1,145 (at 
age 25) and £1,350 (age 30); the scale then 
rises by annual increments to a maximum of 
£1,922. These amounts will shortly be increased 
by an addition in the element of London 
weighting. Non-contributory pension. Good 
prospects of promotion to higher posts. No 
previous experience required of criminal 
prosecutions. Candidates who have 


Particulars from 
New Scotland 


admitted will be considered. 
Secretary, Room 165 (LA), 
Yard, S.W.1 


passed | 
their final examination but have not yet been | 


| CENTRAL COUNCIL OF PROBATION | 


COMMITTEES IN ENGLAND 
AND WALES 
APPOINTMENT OF SECRETARY 

Applications are invited from Barristers 
or Solicitors or other suitably qualified persons 
for the above appointment on a part-time 
for which the Central Council is pre- 
pared to offer a salary of £1,000 per annum. 
Preference will be given to applicants having 
available office accommodation and clerical 
Financial arrangements would be 
made with the successful applicant or his 
employing authority in respect of these services 
and other usual office expenses. To assist 
the Secretary, it is envisaged that a full-time 
clerical assistant, with Committee experience, 
will also be appointed 

Forms of application, together with par- 
ticulars of duties involved, may be obtained 
from the undersigned, Ref.: C.C.P.C., to be 
returned not later than Saturday, 1st April, 
1961 


basis 


issistance 


K. GOODACRE, 
Acting Secretary 
Clerk of the Peace, Middlesex) 
Guildhall 
Westminster, S.W.1. 
6th March, 1961 


COUNTY BOROUGH OF 
BIRKENHEAD 
APPOINTMENT OF LAW CLERK 
Salary—Grade A.P.T. II (£815-£960 p.a 

Established post—-superannuable. 

Applicants should have had experience in 
Conveyancing and Local Government experi 
ence would be an advantage, but is not 
essential. Applications, stating age, qualifica- 
tions and details of previous experience 
together with the names of two referees, and 
endorsed ‘“‘ Law Clerk’’ must be received by 
not later than the 10th April, 1961. 
Relationship to members or senior officers of 
the Council must be disclosed. 


DONALD P. HEATH, 
Town Clerk. 


me 


Town Hall 
Birkenhead 
15th March, 1961. 


HAMPSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 


\pplications are invited for the appointment 
on the staff of the Clerk of the County Council 
of an ASSISTANT SOLICITOR, with previous 
experience in Local Government, preferably 
with a County or County Borough Council, at 
. Salary within Scale F (£2,015—{2,345). 

For a young solicitor with ability and initia 
tive, bent on becoming a Clerk to a large local 
suthority this appointment presents an 
opportunity of gaining valuable administrative 
and legal experience in a County presenting a 
wide range of local government activity. The 
commencing salary will be fixed according to 
qualifications and experience. Separation 
allowance and assistance with removal expenses 
will be paid in approved cases 

\pplications, giving full particulars of age, 
| education, qualifications and experience, and 





| the names of two referees, ore oe | and forms of application may be obtained 
> Cas a aes 


| Clerk of the County Council, 


| Winchester, by 17th April. 





CITY OF LEEDS: 
TOWN CLERK’S OFFICE 
UNADMITTED LEGAL ASSISTANT 


Applicants are invited for the above 
permanent appointment. Salary within range 
£815 to £960 according to experience. Previous 
local government experience is not absolutely 
necessary. The successful applicant will be 
required to perform duties for which a sound 
practical experience in conveyancing is 
essential. 

Applicants, stating age, education, experi- 
ence, previous appointments held, together 
with the names of two referees, to the Town 
Clerk, Civic Hall, Leeds, 1, not later than 
8th April, 1961. 


HAMPSTEAD BOROUGH COUNCIL 
have a vacancy for an ASSISTANT 
who would be paid on a scale rising from 
£1,355 to £1,525. The post offers wide 
experience in conveyancing and advocacy It 
the way to advancement in _ local 
government to higher paid High 
standard of work and initiative required, but 
previous experience in local government 
immaterial. Applications marked ‘‘ Confiden- 
tial’’ to the Town Clerk, (S.J.) Town Hall, 
Hampstead, N.W.3, by 10th April, 1961. 


SOLICITOR 


opens 


posts 


BOROUGH OF ENFIELD 
APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT 
SOLICITOR 

There is a vacancy for an Assistant Solicitor 
in the establishment of the Legal Section of 
my Department (which includes a Senior 
Assistant Solicitor and two Assistant Solicitors). 

The successful applicant will be placed 
within the A.P.T. Division Grade V including 
London Weighting (£1,355-£1,525), according 
to experience. March finalists will be 
considered. 

Applications, stating age, particulars of 
experience and specifying names of two 
referees must reach the undersigned not later 
than Friday, 7th April, 1961 

CYRIL E. C. R. PLATTEN, 

Town Clerk. 
Public Offices, 

Gentleman's Row, 

Enfield, 
Middlesex. 
March, 1961. 


THE UNIVERSITY OF MANCHESTER 


Applications are invited for the full-time 
post of LEcTURER or ASSISTANT LECTURER in 
the Faculty of Law. Candidates should have 
special interests and qualifications in Inter- 
national Law, and a first-class honours degree. 
Salary scales per annum Lecturer, £1,050 
to £1,850, initial salary according to qualifi- 
cations and experience (including experience 
as a practising barrister or solicitor Assistant 
Lecturer, £800 to £950. Duties to commence 
as soon as possible. Membership of F.S.S.U. 
and Children’s Allowance Scheme. Applica- 
tions should be sent not later than 14th April, 
1961, to the Registrar the University, 
Manchester, 13, from whom further particulars 


continued on p. xt 
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CORRESPONDENCE 


[The views expressed by our correspondents are not necessarily those of “ The Solicitors’ Journal "| 


Streamlining Conveyancing 


Sir,—It is often suggested that vendors’ solicitors should send, 


with the draft contract, a completed form of replies to preliminary 
enquiries. They seldom do this in practice. 

I suggest, to the publishers of The Law Society’s Conditions 
of Sale and of the National Conditions of Sale, that Pts. I, Il 
and IV of these enquiries should be incorporated in the form of 
contract. This would bring these important matters on to the 
contract, increase their significance considerably and lay them 
before the parties when they sign. 

rhe form would require some modification to 
statements of fact rather than questions and answers. 


R. H. P. Youns. 


provide 


Chelmsford. 


Sir,—I think few of us would disagree with your correspondent, 
Mr. Breakell, who in his letter in your issue of 17th March (p. 261), 
states that it is technically sufficient for the probate alone to be 
mentioned in the abstract, or recited in the conveyance. 

That distinguished conveyancer, the late Mr. J. M. Lightwood, 
did, however, suggest a good many years ago, that it was 
“something of a shock to have the probate thrown at you 
before you have been told that there has been a death. In that 
respect, the Epitomes of Abstracts of Title in the Law of Property 
Act, 1925, are inelegant, though perhaps, technically sufficient.’’ 

Since we have had to get used to suffering many worse shocks 
during the last twenty-odd years, and this is hardly an Age of 
Elegance, perhaps it is time that all we conveyancers lost our 
inhibitions and did as Mr. Breakell suggests. 

Northallerton, 

Yorkshire. 


Barry H. Tirrin 


“THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL,” 
23rd MARCH, 1861 


On 23rd March, 1861, THE SoLicitors’ JOURNAL reported a 
complaint by Vice-Chancellor Stuart of the bad accommodation 
provided for the Chancery judges in Lincoln’s Inn: “ The 
Vice-Chancellor, in the course of the hearing of a cause, holding 
up as ‘an exhibit’ a volume, the binding of which was so much 
destroyed that the back of it was off, and addressing Mr. Malins, 
‘as a legislator,’ said that the room at his chambers in which his 
books were kept and in which he sat was so low and damp that 
his library was being destroyed. As a consolation he had been 
told that he could purchase the whole of Vesey jun.’s reports 
for 27s., which . . . was not a bad test of the low estimation in 
which that valuable repertory of law was held by the present 
generation cf lawyers. His Honour added that he constantly 
received written complaints from solicitors of the bad accommo- 


NOTES AND 


Honours and Appointments 


Mr. HERBERT BeEwick has been appointed Recorder of the 
Borough of Pontefract. 


Mr. ARTHUR BriIAN Boy Le, C.B.E., Q.C., has been appointed 
Recorder of the City of Newcastle upon Tyne. He has 
relinquished his Recordership of Sunderland. 


Mr. Joun Francis Scott Coss has been appointed Recorder 
of the Borough of Doncaster. 


Mr. Howarp WILLIAM MAITLAND CoLey has been appointed 
Stipendiary Magistrate for South Staffordshire. 


Mr. ARTHUR GOLDBERG, president of the Plymouth 
Incorporated Law Society, has been elected Lord Mayor of 
Plymouth for 1961-62. 


Mr. Davip Evan ALuN Jones, senior solicitor with Surrey 
County Council, has been appointed deputy clerk of Denbighshire 
County Council to succeed Mr. William John Rowlands, who is 
retiring at the end of March. 


Mr. P. R. Morris has been appointed deputy town clerk of 
Chichester. 

Mr. CHARLES WILLIAM STANLEY Rees, T.D., Q.C., has been 
appointed Recorder of the Borough of Croydon. 


Mr. Henry GAUNT SUDDARDs has been appointed Chairman 
of the Agricultural Land Tribunal for the Northern Area, in 
succession to His Honour Judge Goss on his appointment to the 
County Court Bench, 


dation which was provided for them in his chambers. Mr. Malins 
said that he would take an early opportunity of bringing the 
attention of that branch of the Legislature to which he belonged 
to the subject of his Honour’s complaint. If the Society of 
Lincoln's Inn had been allowed to take the course which it 
proposed in this matter, good accommodation would by this time 
have been provided in Lincoln's Inn for the Equity Courts and 
Vice-Chancellor’s chambers. It had been said that the 
accommodation required would be in existence in another year 
by the completion of the scheme for the centralisation of the law 
and equity courts at the back of Carey Street. He, however, 
thought that scheme would not be completed for at least seven 
years. The Vice-Chancellor: More likely twenty-seven years.” 
In fact the new Law Courts were opened in twenty-two years 


NEWS 


Mr. J. L. Vincent has been appointed clerk to Tarvin (Cheshire) 
Rural Council. 


The following appointments are announced by the Colonial 
Office : Mr. D. R. Barwick, Assistant Attorney-General, B.S.1.P., 
to be Judicial Commissioner in the Western Pacific and Legal 
Adviser to the Resident Commissioner, Gilbert and Ellice Islands ; 
Mr. D. D. CHARTERS, Crown Counsel, Kenya, to be Assistant 
Registrar-General, Kenya; Mr. M. W. Dennison, Solicitor- 
General, Federation of Rhodesia and Nyasaland, to be Puisne 
Judge, Northern Rhodesia; Mr. C. H. Nyonyjo, Assistant 
Registrar-General, Kenya, to be Crown Counsel, Kenya; 
Mr. A. R. N. Osman, Puisne Judge, Mauritius, to be Senior 
Puisne Judge, Mauritius ; Mr. A. G. SHears, Resident Magistrate, 
Nyasaland, to be Crown Counsel, Nyasaland; and Mr. A. M. F 
Wess, Legal Draftsman, Kenya, to be Solicitor-General, Kenya. 


DRAFTING CONDITIONS OF CONTRACT 


“Terms and Conditions of Contract,”’ published by the 
Purchasing Officers Association, Wardrobe Court, 146A Queen 
Victoria Street, London, E.C.4, price 5s., is the second edition 
of a guide to the drafting of conditions of contract prepared by 
the Economic Survey Committee of the Association. In this 
revised edition the conditions have been redrafted and are 
stated to be acceptable to the Contracts Panel of the Federation 
of British Industries, 





288 [Vol. 105) 


PRACTICE DIRECTIONS 


CHANCERY DIVISION 
Witness List—Fixep DaTEs 

The fixing of dates in the witness list having been made 
hitherto on the basis of three judges hearing witness actions, it 
is possible now to thicken up the list 

Causes not yet in the list may appear therein with dates for 
hearing earlier than those allotted to causes set down before them 
and already in the list. 

Consent applications in any cause already in the list to fix an 
earlier date than that appearing in the list may be made through 
Mr. Justice Russell's clerk. 

The list referred to is the printed witness list exhibited in 
Room 136; any dates not in that list are provisional only and 
must not be relied upon. 

This notice does not affect the existing practice whereby a 
cause will appear in the list twenty-three days after setting down 
with a date fixed for hearing not earlier than twenty-one days 
from appearance in the list. ‘ : 

The complete warned list can be inspected in Room 136, 

By direction of the judges of the Chancery Division. 


J. B. H. Wyman, 


9th March, 1961 Chief Registrar. 


RESTRICTIVE PRACTICES COURT 

By virtue of the authority conferred upon this court by 
para. 10 of the Schedule to the Restrictive Practices Act, 1956, 
I hereby give the following directions 

Any committal order made in the Restrictive Practices Court 
may be executed on the authority of a warrant signed by the 
presiding judge, or one of the judges sitting as a member of the 
court making the order. 

Notices of appeal which by Ord. 58, r. 20 (1), are required to 
be served on “ the proper officer of the court from whose order 
or decision the appeal is brought ’’ may in the case of appeals from 
the Restrictive Practices Court in England and Wales be served 
on the Clerk of the Court and may be effected by leaving a copy 
of the notice of appeal in Room 100, Bankruptcy Buildings, 
Carey Street, London, W.C.2 

KENNETH 
President of the 


DIPLOcK, 
Restrictive Practices Court. 
6th March, 1961 


Notice 
CHANNEL ISLANDS 
GUERNSEY 
1. The Service of Process, etc. (Prohibition) (Repeal) Ordinance, 
1955, has been passed in the island, and service of English process 


is now permissible in Guernsey 


2. They have not introduced, so far, 


the reciprocal enforcement of judgments 


legislation regarding 


JERSEY 

1, The Service of Process and Taking of Evidence (Jersey) 
Law, 1960, has been passed in the island, and was ratified by 
the Privy Council on 7th June, 1960. Service of English process 
and foreign process is now permissible in Jersey 

2. The (Reciprocal Enforcement) (Jersey) Law, 
1960, has also been passed and was ratified by the Privy Council 
on 7th June, 1960 

3. Rules for the implementation of these laws are in the 
process of being made by the Royal Court of Jersey 


Judgments 


C. GRUNDY, 
Master of the Queen’s Bench Division. 
6th March, 1961 


LOCUS STANDI REPORTS 

A volume containing reports of the proceedings of the Court 
of Referees in Parliament during the sessions 1936-37 to 1959-60 
is to be published by Butterworth & Co. (Publishers), Ltd., 
price {2 2s. net [he volume is a continuation of the series 
begun in 1867, the last volume of which appeared in 1937 under 
the title of Bidder’s Locus Standi Reports. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
EASTER VACATION, 1961 
Notice 

There will be no sitting in court during the Easter Vacation. 

During the Easter Vacation all applications ‘“ which may 
require to be immediately or promptly heard "’ are to be made to 
the judge acting as vacation judge. : 

No application which does not fall strictly within this category 
will be dealt with. 

The Honourable Mr. Justice Buckley will act as vacation 
judge from Thursday, 30th March, 1961, to Monday, 10th April, 
1961, both days inclusive. His lordship will sit as Queen’s 
Bench Judge in Chambers, in Chancery Court I, on Thursday, 
6th April, 1961, at half-past ten. 

When the judge is not sitting in chambers, application may be 
made if necessary, but only im cases of real urgency, to the judge 
personally. The address of the judge must first be obtained 
at Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, and telephonic com- 
munication to the judge is not to be made except after reference 
to the officer on duty at Room 136. 

Application may also be made by prepaid letter, accompanied 
by the brief of counsel, office copies of affidavits in support 
of the application and a minute on a separate sheet of paper 
signed by counsel, of the order he may consider the applicant 
entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, capable 
of receiving the papers, addressed as follows: ‘‘ To the Registrar 
in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of 
Justice, London, W.C.2.’"’ The papers sent to the judge will be 
returned to the registrar. 

Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, 

Royal Courts of Justice, 

Room 136. 


March, 1961. 


CHANCERY JUDGES’ CHAMBERS 
EASTER VACATION, 1961 


Rota 


Master Clerk 


Summon 


1961 


Thursday, 30th March } 
Wednesday, 5th April | 
Thursday, 6th April | 


Master Neave 
(Room 176) 


Mr. James 
(Room 174) 


Master Heward 
(Room 163) 


Friday, 7th April 


Mr. Loveday 
Monday, 10th April.. | 


(Room 165) 





BOOKS RECEIVED 


The Council of Europe: Its Structure, Functions and Achieve- 


ments. Second Edition. By A. H. Ropertson, B.C.L., 
S.J.D., with a foreword by Guy MoLLet. Published under the 
auspices of the London Institute of World Affairs. pp. xv 
and (with Index) 288. 1961. London: Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 
£2 5s. net. 


Companies: Law and Practice. Supplement to Third Edition. 
By S. W. Macnus, B.A., of Gray’s Inn, Barrister-at-Law, and 
MAURICE EsTRIN. pp. ix and 84. 1961. London : 
3utterworth & Co. (Publishers), Ltd. 10s. 6d. net 


Prison Service Journal. 
M. WINsTON. pp. 76 
Prison Commissioners. 


Volume I, No. 2. 
January, 1961. Wakefield: 
6d. net. 


Edited by 
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PUBLIC NOTICES—continued 
ROYAL COUNTY OF BERKSHIRE 


Applications are invited for the post of 
Junior Assistant Soxicrtor. Salary within 
A.P.T, LIIT/1V (£960-(1,310). Previous local 
government experience desirable but not 
essential. 

Further particulars and application form 
from the Clerk of the Council, Shire Hall, 
Reading. Closing date 8th April, 196i. 


APPOINTMENTS VACANT 


| ERBY.—Very old-established firm requires 

unadmitted managing clerk for probate. 
Some knowledge of conveyancing and income 
tax an advantage. 1,000 per annum or 
more according to experience. Good prospects. 
Pension scheme. House could be provided. 
Holiday arrangements honoured.—Box 7533, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


Unadmitted 


Conveyancing 
required, preferably under 40; 
pleasant Office, with alternate Saturdays 
off: commencing salary £1,000, or more, 
according to experience.—Box 7535, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


| ANBURY 
Clerk 


Lise minimum salary to recently qualified 
Solicitor for post of assistant in busy old- 
established County Practice in Essex market 
town. Conveyancing and general. There are 
good partnership prospects for a go-ahead 
man in this pleasant country area, 75 minutes 
London and 30 minutes coast.—Box 7489, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


YNONVEYANCING Manager (around £1,500 
required by medium-size West End 
firm to take charge of department. Permanent 
and congenial position, varied work. Suit 
youngish man _ desiring better himself.— 
Box 7483, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


YLESBURY, BUCKS.-—Vacancy in busy 
4% office for unadmitted clerk with experience 
in particular of conveyancing and probate.— 
Write stating experience and age to Box 7548, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


QoL Ic ITORS, W.1, require 
Conveyancing Managing Clerk, 
handle 
Good 


} p.a.) 





unadmitted 
able to 
a volume of work without supervision. 
salary commensurate with ability.— 
Write in confidence giving details of previous 
experience, salary required and age.—Box 
7542, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 

ERKSHIRE.—Newly qualified solicitor 

required as assistant in small general 
practice in busy market town.—Box 7348, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E. C.4. 


SSISTANT Solicitor required by Mid- 
44 Sussex Solicitors for conveyancing and 
general country practice. Some experience 
preferred but newly admitted man favourably 
considered. Good salary, progressive position 
and excellent future prospects.—Write full 
details Box 7543, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


Ww ‘ST SUSSEX.—Solicitor to take charge 
of litigation, all branches including 
advocacy; full partnership offered right man on 
one-third basis; capital required; alternatively 
salaried partnership; trial period; salary by 
arrangement.—Box 7545, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 





continued from p. xxiv 


ONVEYANCING and Probate Assistant 
(admitted or unadmitted) required for 
busy practice in South East London. Salary 
by arrangement according to qualifications and 
experience.—Box 7541, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E. AC. 4. 
EST “SUSSEX.- Litigation and general 
clerk; please state experience and age ; 
salary by arrangement... —Box 7546, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
F ‘etter Lane, E.C.4. 


EST SUSSE X. —Conveyancing 

please state experience and age ; 
by arrangement.—Box 7547, 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


clerk ; 
salary 
Solicitors’ 
Buildings, 


Solicitor 


A young Solicitor is required to 
work in the Legal Department at the 
London office of a large undertaking. 
The work is varied and interesting, 
and men of more than average 
ability are required. 

Preferably applicants should not 
be more, or much more, than 30 years 
of age, and a March Finalist would be 
suitable. The starting salary will be 
between {1,000 and £1,500 a year, 
depending on ability and experience ; 
there is a superannuation scheme. 

An applicant who wants to make a 
career in the undertaking will have 
excellent opportunities to accept 
responsibility and to gain promotion, 
including, in due course, appointment 
to one of the senior posts, some of 
which are in London, and some out- 
side, and in which salaries are paid 
substantially in excess of the figures 
quoted above. 

Write giving particulars of age, 
education, qualifications and experi- 
ence to Box No. 7563, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C4. 
Closing date 10th April, 1961. 


ONVEYANC ING and Probate Assistant 
(admitted or unadmitted) required. Please 
state experience. Salary up to {1,200 per 
annum for the right person.—Charles & Co., 
54a ee Road, Forest Gate, London, 
MARyland 6167. 


1) UCKINGHAMSHIRE.- Young admitted 

solicitor required in busy office in the 
developing county town of Aylesbury; there 
are good prospects for a suitable man.—Write 
stating age and experience to Box 7549, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


wiAtk ‘ORD.— -Old- established firm require 
admitted or unadmitted assistant mainly 
conveyancing and/or probate ; own secretary, 
dictating machine and office ; salary according 
to age and experience.—Box 7550, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E. L. 4. 


OUTHEND- ON- SEA. —Assistant Solicitor 

required for expanding practice mainly 
conveyancing and probate. Opportunity for 
energetic young man. of partner- 
ship, salary by arrangement.—Write stating 
age and experience to Box 7116, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 





ANTS/SURREY border. Keen and 

ambitious solicitor required to take charge 
of expanding general practice; mainly con- 
veyancing at present; initial salary £1,400 
£1,600, according to ability and experience ; 
partnership for capable man after short 
trial period with possible succession later if 
desired.—-Box 7551, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


DMITTED or Unadmitted Conveyancing 

Assistant required by Solicitors close to 
Ilford, Essex. Good salary for suitable 
applicant.—Box 7508, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


AST Midland County Town.—-Managing 

Clerk for litigation department required 
£900—{1,000 p.a Pension Scheme. Car 
expenses. Congenial working conditions 
Box 7526, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


YOUTHEND-ON-SEA.——Solicitors require 

Managing Clerk. Chiefly Conveyancing 
Salary by arrangement.—Box 7498, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ILLESDEN.—-Urgently require young con 
veyancing clerk or newly qualified solicitor 
to assist in expanding practice. Good 
prospects and salary.—Box 7560, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 
TORTH EAST LONDON.—-Assistant Solici 
N tor or Managing Clerk required by leading 


Walthamstow. Must 
of Conveyancing and 


firm of Solicitors at 
have good knowledge 
Probate and be able to work with only slight 
supervision. Good progressive salary and 
bonus according to qualifications, ability and 
industry. Pleasant working conditions. Own 
room. Recently admitted man considered 
Box 7561, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


OLICITOR required as Assistant in Legal 

Dept. of Property Company (London Office) ; 
mainly conveyancing ; recently admitted man 
or experienced unadmitted managing clerk 
considered ; Staff Pension Scheme and other 
emoluments; house or flat available at 
moderate rent after probationary period 
Write stating age, qualifications, experience 
and salary required, marked “ Personal ”’ 
to Solicitor, THE BRADFORD PROPERTY 
TRUST LTD., 47 Leigham Court Road, 
S.W.16. 


(ASHE R required by West End Solicitors 
Must be capable of taking complete charge 
5-day week. 
and salary 


Write with details of experience 
required Box 7562, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


XPERIENCED Bookkeeper/Cashier able 

to take complete charge of Solicitors’ Books 
Good salary and Luncheon Vouchers.-Phone 
CHA 5351 or write Parlett, Kent & Co., 
27 Old Gloucester Street, London, W.C.1 


ROBATE managing clerk required (male 

or female) by South London Solicitors ; 
own office; minimum supervision or as 
required; Stenorette system; 3 weeks’ 
vacation; salary according to experience 
Box 7320, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


B’ .ACKPOOL Solicitors require conveyancing 
clerk. State age, experience and salary 
required.— Box 7564, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 
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APPOINTMENTS VACANT—continued 
EICESTER Assistant Solicitor 
for old-established general practice 
be willing to undertake 
good salary and partnership 
Write Box 18 ) Reynells, 44 Chan 
WC.2. 


must 


some 


COMPANY, Dorland 
Street, S.W.1, Tel 
Assistant Solicitor for 


T V. EDWARDS & 
« House, 18/20 Regent 


WHI 8850, require 
general practice 


EAMINGTON SPA.—Our 

4 prosperous old-established 
Assistant ifter Easter Pie 
‘ confidential application to 
& MAJOR Terrace Li 
Spa 


small but 


nec ds an 

mark 
LARGI 
imington 


1 Clarence 


ITY SOLICITORS require assistant solicitor 

to deal with natters 
minimum of supervision some experience 
commercial desirable but not essential 
Salary £1,000 to £1,500 p.a. according t 
experience Write Box 7566 Solicitors 
Journal, Oyez House reams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


conveyancing |! with 
ot 


law 


YEWCASTLI Insurance ( 

opening suitable for ¢ 
in connection with the 
Employers’ Liability and 
claims. Excellent prospects 
aged 25/30 An interesting 
post with good sal 
pension scheme Write giving full details to 
Box 7567, Solicitor Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


has 
Law Clerk 
investigation ol 
Publix Liability 
for young man 
ind progressive 
non-contributory 


mpany 


ommon 


and 


iTy 


Plymouth 
Solicitor, 


Solicitors require 
with 
Partner 
must be 
Solicitors 
Buildings 


ge tae pawl 
an Assistant 
knowledge of High Court Litigation 
ship prospects later Applicant 
enthusiastic Apply Box 
Journal, Uvez House, sreams 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


under 35 


7568 


TEWCASTLE UPON TYNE Sol 
4N extensive general and commer: 
require Assistant Solicitor with 
common and imagination who 
lively interest in all types of work 
prospects in an expanding firm 
salary will be paid ac« 

Write Box Solicitors Journal, vez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


citors with 
ial practice 
practical 
takes a 
Excellent 
A top rate 
ording to experience 


sense 


7569 


Assistant Solicitor re 
busy general practice; mainly 
and Probate but willing to 
Advocacy newly admitted 
state age, experience and 
Box 7583, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Fetter 


I EDFORDSHIRE 

quired by 
Conveyancing 
undertake 
man considered 
salary required 
Oyez House, 
E.C.4 


some 


Breams Buildings Lane, 





SERCK LIMITED 


ASSI ANT SECRETARY 


Applications ar 
Solicitors 


invited 
betwee 


with experience 


~aIristers 
ages of 30 and 35 
secretarial 
law 


including 


comme! 


The po Which 15 
carries 


remuneration 


Pleas apply 


Secretary 


writing 
Varwick Koad 


11 


Birminghat 











required | 


| required 





| 


| 
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SSISTANT Solicitor (either sex) required by 
busy London firm, conveyancing or litiga- 
Write stating experience and salary 
Box 7565, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


A 


tion 
House 


EEDS Solicitors require an Assistant Solici 

4 tor with some advocacy experience for 
busy litigation department. Write stating 
age and salary Box 7572, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 


E.C.4 

| EEDS Solicitors require unadmitted litiga 
4 tion clerk including divorce work. Excellent 
prospects. Write with age and experience 
Box Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


7573, 


( 1 LOUCESTER.— Assistant Solicitor required 
J Newly admitted man considered. This is 
to “ get in on the ground floor ’’ in 

newly established firm in a pleasant part of 
England. Prospects will depend on hard 
work and contribution to progress.—Box 7574, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


hance 


Admitted Solici 
years’ experience 
conveyancing practice, 

suitable applicant would be 
ultimate partnership; small 

surroundings.— Box 7575, 

Journal, Ovyez House, Breams 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


QURREY (near Kingston) 
J tor with at least 
required for mainly 
some litigation ; 
considered for 
pleasant 
icitors 


Buildings, 


hive 


Sy! 


An assistant solicitor, age under 
required in the legal department of a 
progressive life office to deal mainly with 
onveyancing and company matters; com 
mencing salary up to £1,500 dependent on age 
and experience ; widow's pension and non- 
contributory retirement pension schemes in 
operation ; excellent early prospects for the 
right applicant.—Box 7576, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 


E.C.4 

B ASINGSTOKE, Hants Common Law 
Clerk required by busy general practice 

Write with age, experience and salary required 

Pension Scheme.—Box 7577, Solicitors’ 

Journal, Oyez House, Breams_ Buildings, 

Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


| ON DON 
4 


ae 
35 


London Solicitors 
Litigation Clerk to deal with 
debt collecting, county court work, some 
magistrates’ court and divorce work. Holiday 
arrangements undisturbed.—Box 7578, Solici- 
tors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


I IRMINGHAM Solicitors require Con- 
veyancing and Probate Assistant, admitted 
unadmitted, capable of working without 
supervision.—Box 7579, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 


() OUTH-EAST 
J Junior 


require 


or 


7} NERGETIC and capable Solicitor required 
4 to take charge of East London suburban 
fi Mainly conveyancing. An _ early 
partnership arrangement considered for the 
right man._Box 7580, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 


STATE Agents, Clapham Junction require 
4 experienced Secretary Shorthand/Typist 
Rayner, Battersea 8686. 
ITIGATION Clerk required by Holborn 
solicitors to take charge of small but busy 
il Litigation Section under supervision 
i partner. Exceptionally attractive salary 
for suitable applicant.Write Box C.D., 
10 Bell Yard, W.C.2 


L 


renet 





R' ISLIV.—-Assistant Solicitor 

Clerk. Cheerful, adaptable, responsible ; 
conveyancing, trust and miscellaneous Any 
age.—Telephone: Swakeleys 2511 (ref. LL) 


APPOINTMENTS WANTED 
( OLUNTARILY Disbarred) Barrister seeks 
engagement with high class Firm. Some 
Capital available. Country preferred but not 
essential.— Box 7493, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


or Managing 


ONDON, CROYDON or BRIGHTON 

4 Solicitor, active and used to hard work, 
with experience in general practice, including 
Advocacy and Litigation both here and over- 
seas, seeks position with company or in private 
practice Box 7530, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


~ )LICITOR, ex-Intelligence Corps, and Local 
‘2 Government, seeks post in London area 
to gain general practical experience. Advocacy 
undertaken. A Conveyancing Company or 
Commercial bias preferred. Salary by 
arrangement.—-Box 7570, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Ovyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 


E.C.4. 


NOLICITOR, LL.B., Commissioner, admitted 
0 1937, capable and energetic, wide experience 
including all aspects Conveyancing and 
Landlord and Tenant legislation, Probate, 
Litigation, Matrimonial and some Company 
work, excellent draftsman, requires appoint- 
ment in London with firm or other organisation 
offering substantial salary with prospects of 
partnership or equivalent advancement 
Box 7571, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


certi- 
End 
Experi- 


QOLICITOR, with current practising 
\ ficate (public schoolman) seeks West 
post with good salary and prospects 
ence general but mainly conveyancing, 
probate and county court.—Box 7581, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


Hhydeosresnsrdrd Graduate (26), qualified 195%, 


) seeks position with advocacy. Suburban 


London or Brighton area, with prospects 
Box 7582, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


PREMISES, OFFICES, ETC. 


ROFESSIONAL Offices in Central Man- 

chester. Suite of eight good rooms for 
immediate occupation. Other suites in pre- 
paration.—Apply to A. H. Kelly, 28 Oxford 
Street, Manchester, 1. CENtral 0718. 


HARTERED Accountant requiring City 

or West End office wishes to contact 
solicitor with view to office sharing arrange- 
ment or able to offer one room at reasonable 
rent. TUL 9168. 


PRACTICES AND PARTNERSHIPS 


MALL succession on S.W. coast; large 

succession soon available in Northern City. 

Apply Hooper & Son, Chichester House, 
Chichester Rents, Chancery Lane, W.C.2 


STRUCTURAL SURVEYORS 


SPENCER AND FASSETT 
Chartered Surveyors 
Expert STRUCTURAL SURVEYORS 
DETAILED INSPECTION MADE OF PROPERTIES 
FoR CLIENTS INTENDING TO PURCHASE AND 
STRUCTURAL SURVEY REPORTS SUBMITTED 


110 Chambers Lane, N.W.10. WIL. 5348 
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PROPERTY INVESTMENTS 
INVESTMENTS REQUIRED 

CTIVE enquiries in hand for good-class 
4\ shop investments, blocks of flats, freehold 
ground rents and weekly investments of all 
types.—Details in confidence to Cowdrey, 
Phipps & Hollis, F.A.L.PA., Investment 
Department, 140 Park Lane, Marble Arch, W.1. 
MAY fair 1329 (2 lines). 
™}°, paid by Property Investment Company. 
( Minimum one year period. First Class 
bank references. The loan can be secured on 
freehold properties.—Box 7495, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


MORTGAGES 
MORTGAGES 


INVESTMENT PROPERTIES 


First-class mortgages and finance facilities 
available 


Investment Properties and Second Mortgages 
our Specialities 


LESLIE, MICHAEL & CO., LTD. 


ARCHER HOUSE 
ARCHER STREET, PICCADILLY 
w.l 
GER. 1402 and 3 


MORTGAGES REQUIRED 


\ JANTED, a standing mortgage of £16,000 

well secured on shop and office property in 
a busy Midland Town.—Box 7524, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


NSURANCE Brokers transacting mortgage 

business require trustee and private mort- 
gage funds.——-Will interested Solicitors contact 
tox 7525, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


MORTGAGE FUNDS 


W E offer a specialised service re mortgage 
advances on Shop Properties, Factories 
and Houses over £10,000. Sums also available 
for Building and Industrial development.— 
MILLER SMITH AND PARTNERS, 139 Park 
Lane, W.1. Tel.: MAYfair 7081-4. 


QECOND Mortgage our speciality ; 
WO £1,000 available for Owner occupiers or for 
use as a deposit in house purchase. {2 6s. 8d. 
monthly repayment on each {100 borrowed.— 


£100- 


Cranbrook Mortgage Bureau, Dept. C.F.7, 
49 Cranbrook Road, Ilford 3615 (3 lines). 


BUILDING FINANCE 





BUILDING FINANCE 
AVAILABLE 


100 per cent of Building Cost up to 
60 per cent of Land Cost 
INTEREST OR PARTICIPATION 


Also conversion fimance available 


LESLIE, MICHAEL & 
co., LTD. 


ARCHER HOUSE 
ARCHER STREET, PICCADILY 
wal 
GER, 1402/3-2652 
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BUILDING LAND WANTED 


AND WANTED for 

4 Counties. 2/50 acres. Agents retained 

and reinstructed. Planning applications and 

appeals undertaken.—_TRUE BOND HOMES, 

LTD., 342 Richmond Road, East Twickenham. 
(POP 6231) 


INVESTMENTS WANTED 


DVERTISER requires shop properties for 

investment. Vacant possession or let on 
lease. Good trading positions essential. 
London or Provinces. Details in confidence. 
—R. C. Biddle, F.c.a., 48 Nevill Avenue, 
Hove, Sussex. 


housing. Home 


COSTS 





THE COSTS DEPARTMENT 
OF 
The Solicitors’ Law 
Stationery Society, Ltd., 
is available to the profession for the 
prompt preparation of all 
BILLS OF COSTS 
by expert draftsmen. 


For full details apply The Manager, 
Costs Department, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
(CHAncery 6855.) 














FINANCIAL 


BARGAIN, {£25 complete, brand new 
4 ready-made Co. Regns. Guaranteed no 
trading (England or Scotland); all trades 
available now, including Property Dealing ; 
Mining/Quarrying; Garages; Electrical ; 
Glass/China; Drapers; Packers; Plastics ; 
H.P. Finance ; Salvage; Banking, Nominees ; 
Secretarial; Stocks/Shares; Property ; Invest- 
ments ; Caravans, etc. (specially prepared for 
each trade). Write, phone or call (English 
Registrations) BUSINESS ECONOMY Co., 
Regns., Ltd. (Dept. 14), 156 Strand, London, 
W.C.2 (Tem. 8377/2294) ; (Scottish Registra- 
tions to 19 Walker Street, Edinburgh, 3, 
(Cal. 1167/9). Read “ Advantages of trading 
as a limited Company” (3/- post free). 
Ltd. Co. may save you personal tax. We 
also have seven days Co. Regn. service 
with your own choice of name {21 (plus 
stamp duty). 





ABANDON DELAYS 


READY MADE 
COMPANIES 


(guaranteed ‘‘no trading’’) 


£20:0: 0 — 


(over 200 in stock 


By Return of Post to Country or 
delivery immediately in London. 
Free draft on application. 


LEWIS, COATES & LUCAS, LTD 


LAW STATIONERS 
6-9 Surrey Street, Strand, W.C,2 








TEMple Bar 6927 (4 lines) 











VALUATIONS 


4 Menon AND MODERN FURNITURE, 
f Silver, Porcelain, Pictures, Books and all 
descriptions of Chattel Property VALUED 
FOR PROBATE, INSURANCE OR FAMILY 
DIVISION, or, if desired, included in specialised 
auction sales. Sales also arranged by tender 
or private treaty.—Phillips, Son & Neale, 
7 Blenheim Street, New Bond Street, W.1. 
Telephone No.: MAY fair 2424. Est. 1796. 





TRADE VALUATIONS 


STOCKS & FIXTURES 
SALE OR PROBATE 


Extensive staff of expert valuers 
available at short notice 


ALL MAIN DISTRIBUTIVE 
TRADES including Pharmacy 


ORRIDGE & CO. 
184 STRAND, LONDON, W.C.2 
Telephone: TEMple Ber 9212/3 and 6340 


Branch offices in Lancashire, Yorkshire, 
Hampshire, Glamorgan and 
Warwickshire 


Members of leading professional bodies 


VALUERS SINCE 1846 











EVERSIONS, LIFE POLICIES, ANNUI- 

TIES and UNQUOTED SHARES. 
H. E. Foster and Cranfield, 6 Poultry, E.C.2, 
specialise in the valuation of these interests 
for probate purposes. Established 1843. 


TYPING, ETC. 


1g nati and Engrossments expertly typed, 
hand engrossing, plans drawn or copied, 
multiple copying by special process, photo- 
copying; all expeditiously done in proper 
form and at moderate charges. On all copying 
problems, consult the Copying Departments 
of The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, 
Ltd., Head Offices, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 

EGAL TYPING including STENORETTE 

and ALL TAPE TRANSCRIPTIONS, 
Copying, Engrossing, Abstracting. DUPLI- 
CATING pro forma letters, drafts, etc. 
COMPLETIONS attended... RUSHGROVE 
AGENCY, 561 Watford Way, London, N.W.7. 
MILI Hill 7242. 


INFORMATION REQUIRED 

FLORENCE ESTELLE FUSSELL, 
Deceased 

Will anyone knowing of a 

Deceased, late of 3 Woodside, Fortis Green, 

London, N.10, please communicate with 

Carr & Co., 58 Jermyn Street, London, S.W.1 


NAMEPLATES 


AMEPLATES in bronze, brass or plastics ; 
Rubber Stamps; Sketches and estimates 
Austin Luce & Company, 19 College 
Harrow, Middlesex. Tel: Harrow 


Will of this 


free. 
Road, 
3839. 

AMEPLATES in bronze, brass and plastic ; 

quotations and full size layout sent free ; 
signwriting a speciality.—Please send wording 
to Abbey Craftsmen, Ltd., Abbey Works, 
109a Old Street, London, E.C.1. Tel: 
CLE 3845. 
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PRIVATE INQUIRIES 


] IVORCE and general inquiries undertaken modern and antique. 
| Representative se f re sted. 
Evictions and distress warrants | rh ery? Se Spee 
Southern | 


throughout London, 
our own stafi 
executed. Certificated Bailifis. 
Provincial Investigations, 45 Brighton Road, 
Surbiton, Surrey (Elmbridge 1032/4). 
107 Hammersmith Road, London W.14. 


west of England. 
and commissions accepted for Gloucester- 
shire and surrounding area. Process, Divorce, 
etc.—W. J. Lawrence, Enquiry Agent, 
115 Naunton Crescent, Cheltenham, 
Telephone : Cheltenham 56795. 


Surrey, Middlesex by 


PERSONAL 

AVIS OF PORT STREET, PICCADILLY, 

MANCHESTER, 1.—For fine furniture 
at manufacturers prices. Walk round our 
three large showrooms, which are open daily 
until6 p.m. (Wednesday and Saturday included) 
We are stockists of all the latest designs of 
furniture, carpets, mattresses, divans. 10-year 
guarantee. 
ment, et and credit 


Special concession 


facilities to members of the legal profession. | 


we can | 
| We 


Write to us for 


supply. No 
Tel. : CEN 


ARRARD & CO 

offer the high« 
and gold articles 
will be sent for 
112 Regent Street 
quantities of silver 
upon request 


whatever you want 
other introduction 
0638. 


required. 
LTD., Crown 
st prices for jewellery, silver 
Offers, without obligation, 
consignments 
London, W.1 I 
our buyers will 


Also at | 


All types of enquiries | 


Also all domestic electrical equip- | 


Jewellers, 


received at | 
or larger | 
visit you | 


ARRINGTON & CO. LTD., 
) Jewellery, Silver and Gold items, 
Highest prices given. 
Valuations 
130 Regent 
REG. 3727. 


BINDING OF VOLUMES 


\ 7] HY not have your issues of THz Soxictrors’ 
JouRNAL bound and preserve in permanent 


insurance, etc. 
London, W.1. Tel. 


probate, 
>treet, 


| form those articles which are of lasting value 


to you? The Publishers can accept the 


Glos | issues for 1960 and earlier years for binding | 


in Green or Brown, full cloth, titled on spine, 


at {1 13s. 6d. per volume, post free, or in Half | 
| Calf, titled on spine, at {2 8s. per volume, | 
| post free. 
The Binding Dept., 


Issues should be addressed to 
The Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 


TRANSLATIONS 


HAMILTON TRANSLATION 
SERVICE, LTD. 
c/o Tue Soticttors’ JouRNAL, 
Ovez House, 
BREAMS BUILDINGS, 
FETTER Lane, E.C.4 
specialise in the translation of all legal 
documents and correspondence from and into 
48 Languages. 


EGAL DOCUMENTS and other miscella- 
4 neous matter (French, German and 
Italian) ; accurate rendering mailed day work 
received. 


THE 


H. Verney Clayton, M.C., 
THE Woodlands, Market Rasen, Lincs. 


offer to buy | 
both | 











e Lost Documents 


ALLIANCE 


COMPANY 





Administration 
and 


Receivership Bonds 


Specialist attention with the minimum of formality and 
I y 
moderate premium charges combined with expeditious 
service. 
Similar facilities are provided in respect of indemnities or 
guarantees in connection with 
e Missing Beneficiaries 
e Breach of Covenants 
© Defects in Title to Property 


and numerous other contingencies 


1824 


BARTHOLOMEW LANE - LONDON - EC2 


ASSURANCE 


LIMITED 
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‘BOROUGH OF SWINDON 
O/ FOR LOANS oF 
© £10,000 AND OVER 
TRUSTEE SECURITIES 3—15 YEARS 
REPAYMENT ON DEATH IF REQUIRED 
Details: Gorough Treasurer, 
— — Civic — Swindon, Wiits. 


J —KING’S 
DETECTIVES 


i in Civil, Criminal, Com- 
par = ional Cases. Observations. Cases 
of Larceny, Fraud and Embezzlement investigated. 
Financial and other Commercial Enquiries under- 
taken. Persons traced. Witnesses Interviewed and 

Proofs of Evidence taken. 


W. d. KING'S DETECTIVE BUREAU Ltd. 


CHANCERY HOUSE, CHANCERY LANE, 
LON C2 








Telegrams : KINGTEX, WESTCENT, LONDON 


‘})HOLborn 0343-4- 1-5 4 














ROYAL SURGICAL AID SOCIETY | 


Founded 1862 


Residential Homes : 
Lea Hurst, Matlock: Blunt House, Oxted 


Entirely dependent on Voluntary Contributions 




















Friends of Man 


They've earned a rest . 
| 


as them one 


With a Bequest / 


@ WHEN DRAWING UP WILLS 


please remember include the 


HOME of REST 
- for HORSES 


|. WESTCROFT STABLES 


| BOREHAM WOOD HERTS 


to 





Please mention 


“ THe Soticirors’ JOURNAL ” 





when replying to Advertisements 





With these hands 


These are the hands of a craftsman. Hands trained over many 
years to make faultless copies of legal documents of a quality 
which the solicitor has become accustomed to expect—finished 
documents that do justice to the care which has gone into their 
preparation. 


This is but one aspect of how the Society's copying depart- 
ments can assist the solicitor. You may be surprised at the scope 
of this service. Facts about it are given in a new illustrated 
brochure “ Presented at Court—and elsewhere.” May we send 
you a free copy? 
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AUCTIONEERS’ ANNOUNCEMENTS 





ESTABLISHED 1845 


STOCKER « ROBERTS 


Surveyors « AUCTIONEERS - VALUERS 
31 LEWISHAM HIGH STREET, S.E.13 


34 BLACKHEATH VILLAGE, S.E.3 
9 DEVEREUX COURT, STRAND, W.C.2 


Lee Green 2135 Lee GREEN 2983 


HDS. STILES & Co. 


CHARTERED SURVEYORS 
CuaatTerep Aucrnonsers & Estate AGENTS 
10 KING’S BENCH WALK, Terie. E.C.4 

City 2946 and Central 5356 
6 PAVILION rag pry BRIGHTON 


3 THE TEYNE. £ WORTHING 











Worthing 9192/3 


L. 8B. aaa PAA, F.CLA. W.4. 7 FALPA.. 
F.V.1. Ww. J. Sims, F.A.L., F.V.1. 
Auctioneers, Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers 
SURVEYS, VALUATIONS, SALES, LETTINGS, 
MORTGAGES, REQUISITION CLAIMS, COM- 
PULSORY PURCHASE, DILAPIDATIONS, ETC. 
ESTATE MANAGEMENT SPECIALISTS 
Bonkers: Lloyds Bank Led. Barclays Bank Led. 


The Estate Offices 
298 and 299 Upper Street, London, N.! 
Telephones: CANenbury 2487-2488-2489 
Established over Half a Century 














EST. 168! TEL. Mon 1464, Syd 660! 


SURVEYORS and VALUERS 


Surveys and Valuations for all purposes 
Plans and Specifications 
Estate Management in all areas 
HALIFAX HOUSE, 61/64 MOORGATE, E.C.2 











NORMAN KINGSLEY & CO. | Vatwers, surveyors, Auctioneers and Estate Agents | T2 Albion Street, Leeds, | 
ghey Pewter} recente 264-266 KENSINGTON HIGH ST., W.8 | Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents 


Chartered Surveyors 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents 


Property Management, Surveys and Valuations, 


Dilapidations, Plans, Specifications, etc. HARROW, 


69 BLANDFORD STREET, BAKER STREET, LONDON, W.i 
Tel.: HUNrer 1325 


Gerrard $85: $853-3963 


ESTATE MANAGERS, SURVEYORS AND VALUERS | 
Estate House, 7830 Shaftesbury Avenue, W.1 | 
Also at 
149/151 Dulwich Road, Herne Hill, S.E.24. BRIxton 7866/7 
101 Western Road, Hove, 2, Sussex. Tel. 71231/2 








FULLER HORSEY 


$ ON sS e.2\ ae ee 








AUCTIONEERS & VALUERS 
of PLANT, MACHINERY 


and FACTORIES 


Since 1807 





> 
10 LLOYDS AVENUE 
LONDON E-C-3 


TELEPHONE ROYAL 4861 
Rathbone 








COLE, HICKS AND CHILVERS | 


(Established over 80 years) 


EASTMAN BROTHERS Auctioneers, Estate Agents and Surveyors 
ESTATE AGENTS Helena Chambers, 42 Broadway, Ealing 


Telephone : Ealing 4014/5/6 


CORRY & CORRY 


D. A. W. WARE R. M. SAVAGE 


Telephone : WEStern 960! 
Branches at 


AND ASHFORD 


Established 1843 


GEORGE LOVEITT & SONS 


Ss Hi AW ~ A. GREAVES, F.A.l. G. W. M. LOVEITT, A.R.I.C.S., F.A.1. 


(J. H. W. Shaw, F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.I., P.P.C.LA., F.V.1.) | “¥: 8: SPENCER, F.A.L.P.A. A. R. POMFRET, F.A.I. 


Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate Agents 
Management of Town and Country Properties 


Inventories prepared Probate and ely, od Valuations | 


Rating Appeals and Compensation 
29 Warwick Row, rk af 
Telegrams : “ Presto” Telephone : punted 


EST. 1813 


LIMITED 


| | AUCTIONEERS AND VALUERS- 
|) SPECIALISTS IN THE SALE OF ALL jf | 


CLASSES OF PROPERTY 


| fil Sales held in two spacious Auction Rooms | 
)) daily, one being reserved for jewellery, silver jj 
and plated ware, watches, etc.; the jij | 
i other for furniture, pictures, bronzes, works | 

| jf of art, carpets, guns, wine, furs, wearing 


apparel and personal effects 


Valuations for Probate, Insurance and 
other matters 
APPLY— 


26 King Street, Garrick 
Street, London, W.C.2 


Telephone : TEMple Bar 1181 & 1182 
Telegrams : " Viewing ” " London 





EASTCOTE, RICKMANSWORTH, STAINES Telephone : Leeds 24300 


MATCH & CO. iro. 


Directors: A. A. ROSE, L. S. BRIMBLECOMBE, F.A.j., 
1, R. CRAMMOND 
“tats COLLEGE CRESCENT, LONDON, N.W.3 
(nr. Swiss Cottage Station) 
Telephone : Primrose 011! (Private Exchange) 


‘Edward Talbot & Sons 


AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS 
AND ESTATE AGENTS 
C. PARRY, F.A.1. (Principal) 
iS CROSS STREET, MANCHESTER, 2 
Telephone: Blackfriars 3114 and 6996 


(EsTaBLisHep 1899) 


| 

|E. A. SHAW & PARTNERS 
(C. M. SPAGNOLETTI, F.A.1. 

R. T. FITZSIMMONS, F.A.i.) 


SURVEYORS AND VALUERS 
19 & 20 Bow Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2 


(Over Midland Bank) 
Tel.: COVENT GARDEN 2255 (4 lines) 





Established 1843 


A. HORROX & SONS, F.A.I. 


| Specialising in all matters appertaining ¢ to the Letting, 
| Sale, Purchase and Valuation of Licensed Property 








KING & CO. 


Chartered Surveyors 
71 BISHOPSGATE, LONDON, E.C.2 
London Wall 720! (5 lines) 


725 GREEN LANES, LONDON, N.2I 
Laburnum 6633 (5 lines) 








HOTELS AND RESTAURANTS 
HAMMERSLEY KENNEDY & CO. 


19 Hanover Square, London, W.| 
Telephone: MAYfair 6857 
have, since 1899, specialised in the sale and 
valuation of hotels and catering businesses to 
the exclusion of any other branch of estate 
agency. The partners are members of the 
leading professional bodies. 











| London and Home Counties 
SPECIALISTS FOR 100 YEARS 


VALUATIONS, SALES, 
PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 


Salter, Rex & Co. 


311 KENTISH TOWN ROAD, N.W.5 
GULliver 1085 (5 lines) 
24/7 HIGH HOLBORN, W.C.! 
HOLborn 4819 











Hi. E.WINGFIELD & CO. 


BUYERS OF 
FINE STAMPS 
sramps VALUED 


FOR PROBATE AND 
INSURANCE PURPOSES 


Cell, write or ‘phone 
Mise R. Titford or Mr. A. L. Michael a 


392 STRAND, LONDON 





Tel.: TEMple Bar 4136 


THE STAR & GARTER HOME 
For Disabled Sailors, Soldiers and Airmen 


PATRON - HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN 


About £40,000 is needed at the 

beginning of each year to mieet the 

difference between known expenditure 
and dependable income. 


THE HOME, WHICH IS AN INDEPENDENT 
CHARITY, RELIES ON FURTHER LEGACIES 
TO FILL THIS GAP, 


Any additional information required is available from 
the Commandant ( Dept. S.J.) 


Star and Garter Home, Richmond, Surrey 








_REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LTD. (Est. 1823) 


| " EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 


SOCIETY LTD. (Est. 1635) 
The two Societies under the same 
management at 
19 COLEMAN STREET, LONDON, E.C.2 


Total Funds invested in the purchase of 
Reversions and Life Interests or in 
Loans upon them: £2,000,000 


The Law Costs for Loans are regulated by Scale 
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